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In 1950, the average level of living of farm-operator families in 

» the United States was 22 percent above the level in 195, according to 
county indexes compiled by the Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 

With 195 used as a base of 100, the average county in the United States 
had an index of 75 in 1930, of 79 in 190, and of 122 in 1950, Between 
190 and 1950, the increase in this measure of level of living of farm- 
operator families was 5 percent. The gain was at a slightly more rapid 
rate in the first half of the decade, but the rise since the end of 
World War II was also substantial. 


This continuing increase in the average level of living of farmn- 
operator families in the United States is part of an increase in the 
level of living of American families generally. A similar measure of 
level of living for nmfarm families is not available, but substantial 
. increases have been taking place, as indicated by the fact that for the 
country as a whole the purchasing power of per capita disposable income 
(income after taxes) rose a third from 1940 to 1950, and more than 
50 percent from 1930 to 1950. © 


Meanwhile, it should be clearly understood that these farm level- 
of-living indexes only measure relative changes as between different 
counties or sectiens of the country and different periods of time. 
They do not purport to measure relative standards of living as between 
farm arid nonfarm families. For example, one of the important items in 
calculating these indexes is the proportion of farms having electri- 
city. The almost wiversal use of electricity by urban families has 
been common for many years. but only a third of the farm families had 
electricity in 190 and, even with the phenomenal growth in the last 
‘decade, a fifth of the farms in the country still did not have electri- 
city in 1950. Such information as is available clearly indicates that 
the average per capita dollar income, er purchasing power, of farm 
families was still substantially less than that of the average nonfarm 
family in 1950 despite the increases in the level of living of farm- 
operator families. fhese increases are now measured by the indexes 
for the last two decades 1930 through 1950, 


How These Indexes Are Made 
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The indexes published in this bulletin for counties of the United 
. States are ,comparable with these published earlier for the years 19)0 
“and 195 .2/ County data from the last Census of Agriculture have been 
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1/ Farm-Operator Family Level-of-Living Indexes for Counties of the 
thited States, 1910 and 1915. Bur. Agr. Eeon., Washington, D, Ce, 
May 19U7. For explanation of slight revision in indexes that are 
averages for groups of counties, see the Appendix, 
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used to construct indexes for 1950, and similar data were used from an 
earlier census to compute indexes for 1930 that have not previously been 
published. 


Indexes presented in this bulletin are based on four items that 
were available for farm-operator families for each county in the Inited 
States for l| years in the 20 years covered. They de not cover all the 
goods, services, and other satisfactions that make up the level of living 
of families, However, many studies have shown that the various items 
are closely associated. For example, farmhouses with electricity are 
more likely to have other household facilities and conveniences than 
those without electricity. Farms with high gross incomes are cbviously 
likely to have more income available for family living expenditures than 
farms with low gross incomes. Ahd farm families with automobiles are 
more likely to be able to take advantage of various services located 
away from the farm, such as health facilities, libraries, and recreation, 
than those who do not own automobiles. 


The items on which these farn-operator family level-of-living 
indexes are based are the following: (1) Percentage of farms with elec- 
tricity; (2) percentage of farms with telephones; (3) percentage of farms 
with automobiles; and (4) average value of products sold cr traded in 
the year preceding the census (adjusted for changes in purchasing power 
of the farmer's dollar). “Data on these items from the Censuses of 
Agriculture were combined into indexes by methods explained in the 
Appendix of this report. County indexes were first compiled to show 
geographic variations of counties at one date. Later, with some modifi- 
cation to the formula, indexes were compiled to be used not only for this 
purpose, but also for showing changes over time, although they may not 
serve the latter purpose as adequately as the former. Because some of 
the data were obtained on a sample basis only in 1950, separate indexes 
would nat be very reliable fer counties with small numbers of farms. 
Counties with fewer than 800 farms in 1950 were generally combined with 
an adjaeent county and then an index was computed for the combination, 


Recent Changes in Farm-Operator Level of Living 


From 1945 to 1950, every State and almost all the couties had 
gains in the average level of living of farm families. The two maps 
for these years show generally similar patterns of variation of counties 
with respect to farm living. Texas had more of its area included in the 
top fifth in 1950 than in 190, generally in the westerm half of the 
State. The Pacific States, although they ranked high, had fewer of 
their counties in the top fifth in 1950. Western Nebraska had more ef 
its counties in the tep group, whereas northern Indiana had soiewhat 
fewer. On the whole, the pattern of geographic differences in how well 
farmers live was not substantially altered in the 5 years following the 
end of World War iI. 


Factors _ Associated w with Rise in _Farm-Family Liv Living 
~T90"= - L950" 

In the last decade, there have been marked changes in American 

agriculture and some of these affected the level of living of farm 


See 


families. The number of farms decreased by about 10 percent in the 
decade. The level of living of the remaining farm operators in the 
counties with substantial decreases in number of farms would be expec- 
ted to rise for two reasons: (1) to the extent that the remaining 
farmers took over the land of those who left and were not replaced, the 
agricultural resources would be shared by a smaller number of sperators 
and one could expect that the average share of net returns from farming 
in the county would increase and that this increase would bring with it 
an increase in level of living; (2) to the extent that the unreplaced 
farm-operator families come disproportionately from the "below-average" 
in income and level of living, the net reduction in such families would 
tend to raise the average comty level of living of farm operators, 
even though they did not take over the agricultural resources of the 
others. 


To explore the relationship between the change in number of farms 
and in farm-operator levels of living, all counties of the United States 
were crass-classified according to the percentage change in number of 
farms and in farm-operator levels of living. A relationship in the 
direction expected showed up, but only te a very limited degree. Among 
the O percent of comties with the greatest rate of decrease in number 
of farms, 47 percent were in the upper 0 percent scaled according to 
rate of increase in level of living. And among the 0 percent with the 
smallest decrease or some increase in numbers of farms, 37 percent of 
the counties were in the upper O percent according to increase in 
level of living. This suggests that only a small fraction of the 
geographic differences in rate of increase in level of living between 
1940 and 1950 was accounted for by differing rates of change in number 
of farms. Or, in other terms, the differences in rates of gain in 
levels of living of farm families are only slightly affected by 
differences in the rate of change in the number of farm-operator 
families in different areas of the United States. 


As a very crude index of change in technology and investment in 
machinery, the percentage change in number of tractors was used, 
Cross-tabulatizns were made of the rate of change in number of tractors 
with the rate of change in farm-operator level of living. The results 
were in striking contrast to those just described. Among the 0 percent 
of the counties with highest rates of increase in number of tractors 
(179 percent and over), 72 percent were in the upper 0 percent accord- 
ing to increase in farm-operator level of living. And among the 
hO percent with the smallest increase or a slight decrease in number of 
tractors, only 17 percent were in the upper lO percent with respect to 
gain in level of living. Approximate as these measures may be, their 
relationship supports fully the conclusion that the rise in level of 
living among farm people was generally most rapid in those parts of the 
United States in which mechanization was most rapid from 190 to 1950. 


Nature of Long-Time Trends in Level of Living 


of Farm-Operator Families 


The indexes for the period 1930-50 clearly point to an upward 
trend in farm-operator level of living in all parts of the comtry 
(table 1), Even during the 1930-40 decade of depression, only the West 
North Central of the nine major geographic divisions had a decrease. 
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The droughts and dust storms experienced by this area in the mid-1930's 
were of such severity that it is surprising that the decline in this 
index from 107 te 100 was not even greater, 


For the three periods 1930-0, 190-5, and 195-50, there was an 
increase in the index arising from each item used in the index, with 
one exception. Between 1930 and 19)\0, the percentage ef farms with 
telephones dropped from 34 to 25 percent. During the same period, 
however, the percentage with electricity increased from 13 to 33 per- 
cent, more than offsetting the decline in telephenes for the country as 
a whele in effect on the index. The properticn of farms with automo- 
biles remained at about 58 percent and the adjusted value of farm 
products sold also had only an insignificant increase, 


From 1940 to 1945, the World War II period, every item centributed 
to an increase in the index, Increase in percentage of farms with 
electricity was still most important in raising the index, but its 
effect was nearly equaled by an increase in the value of products seld 
(after adjustment for prices farmers pay), Next in importance was an 
increase in percentage of farms with telephones from 25 to 32 percent. 
The proportion of farms. with automobiles increased only from 58 to 62 
percent, 


From 1945 to 1950, the increase in electrification, as in the pre- 
vious periods, was of greatest influence in raising the index. 
In 1945, 48 percent of farms reported electricity, and by 195@ the pro- 
portion had risen to 78 percent. In contrast with earlier periods, the 
increase in telephones ranked secend in raising the index. Changes in 
the index due to increase in value of sales (adjusted for price changes) 
and increase in percentage ef farms with autcmobiles were very small. 


With the very limited number ef items included in our indexes, no 
generalizations can be made as to the basic facters underlying the 
improvement in the level of living of farm operaters of the United 
States in the last 20 years, The data suggest, however, that techna- 
logical advances have been very important - the increases in electri- 
fication througheut the period and in farm mechanization during the 
last 10 years, 
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Table 1, Average county index of farm operator family level- 
of-living for the United States, major regions and 
geographic divisions, 1930, 1940, 1945, and 1950. 

(U. S. county average for 1945 equals 100) 
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Region 2 : : : 
and division : 1950 3 1940 : 1945 : 1950 
United States : 75 79 100 bee 
Northeest : 102 LO 138 152 
; lew England : 107 116 137 152 
Middle Atlantic : 100 114 139 152 
North Central 3 104 104 128 147 
Hast North Central : 100 109 131 148 
West North Central : 107 100 126 147 
' South ¢ fg tr 49 65 92 
South Atlantic : 41 49 65 99 
Hast South Central : 34 35 48 74 
West South Central : 55 60 79 1¢8 
| West j : 93 102 A227 145 
Mountain : 84 92 115 138 
“Pacific : ii Lad 150 160 


Table 2.-Farm operator family level-of-living indexes for counties 
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Total 75 S879 100 Vebe? - 
Sbate total 26 25 38 6h, 
Autauga 18 21 37 S466 
Baldwin Lo *ehs 64 °° 90 
Barbour 17 9920 Sy 58 
Bibb 20 19 30 65 
Blount 34 26 Lo 2 
Bullock aT 15 22 SB) 
Butler 21 22 3h 58 
Calhoun Lo h2 Ji 8* 89 
Chambers oF) 30 ma 67 
Cherokee LO 52 66 79 
Chilton 3h Bn MMe ghee: 
Choctaw 15 8 19 Tal 
Clarke Roan ok 19 Ta 
Clay 39 29 Ul 6h 
Cleburne 28 20 39 69 
Coffee 26 25 38 a 
Colbert 29 35 53 77 
Conecuh zak 15 22 52 
Coosa 31 26 6 76 
Covington 28 23 36 67 
Crenshaw 22 22 27 58 
Cullman 31 36 52 ie 
Dale 26 25 L6 73 
Dallas 13 13 21 hh 
De Kalb = 5 3h li Ci 
Elmore 28 30 50 71 
Excambia at 20 31 62 
Etowah ma Sl 68 9h 
Fayette 45 30 36 67 
Franklin 31 21 31 75 
Geneva 25 22 hs 7h 
Greene BE 10 19 35 
Hale 16 1h 23 hh 
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of the United States, 1930, 190, 1945, and 1950. 


(U.S. county average for 1945 equals: 100) 


UNITED STATES 


ALABAMA . 


Henry 
Houston 
Jackson 
Jefferson 
Lamar | 


Lauderdale | 


Lawrence 
Lee 


Limestone :’ 


Lowndes . - 
Macon 
Madison 
Marengo 
Marion 
Marshall 
Mobile | 
Monroe 
Montgomery 
Morgan 
Perry 
Pickens 
Pike 
Randolph 
Russell 
St. Clair 
Shelby 
Sumter 
Talladega 
Tallapoosa 
Tuscaloosa 
Walker 
Washington 
Wilcox 
Winston 


Area ' 


State total 
Cochise — 


Cochise 
Greenlee 
Santa Cruz 


State total 
Arkansas 
Ashley 
Baxter 
Benton 
Boone 
Bradley 
Calhoun 
Carroll 
Chicot 
Clark 
Clay 
Cleburne 
Cleveland 
Columbia 
Conway 
Craighead 
Crawford 


) 
) 
) 


Crittenden. 


Cross 
Dallas 
Desha 
Drew 
Faulkner 
Franklin 
Sulton 
Garland = 
urant 
Greene 
Hemostead 
Hot Spring 


1930 


68 


ay 


su 


100 


195 


2/ 
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Table 2,.-Farm operator family level-of-living indexes ... continued 


Area 


ARIZONA 1/ 


Greenlee 
Santa Cruz 


Combination of counties 


120 


ARKANSAS 


Howard 
Independence 
Izard 
Jackson 
Jefferson 
Johnson 
Lafayette 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Lincoln 
Little River 
Logan 
Lonoke 
Madison 
warion 
Miller 
Mississippi 
Monroe 
Montgomery 
Nevada 
Newton 
Ouachita 
Perry 
Phillips 
Pike 
Poinsett — 
Polk 

Pode 
Prairie 
Pulaski 
Randolph 


af 


oo 
66 


1940 19 
59 i ie 
TOO} lay 
2h aL 
23 37 
17 34 
30 9 
17 32 
28 ag 
L? 23 
30 7 
r7 19 
13 25 
13 21 
35 Sl 
26 5 
22 31 
ran 28 
30 a5 
B5 52 
17 29 
17 2h 
30 Bi 
13 2h 
33 5 
18 27 
17 20 
16 2h 
28 38 
28 ei 
2h 32 
3k 50 
6 6, 
27 43 
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Table 2,.-Farv operator family level-of-living indexes ... continued 
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SRKANSAS. ~ continued _. 
StiFranciss ~ 15 16 223 51 Stone 17 22 16 ests 
Saline 37 2 66 92 Union Sf 28 hh tz 
Scott 32 18 30 58 Van Buren 19 15 30 58 
Searcy 55 MB Wer eee eS Washington S54 9 70° 105 
- Sebsistian. ’ ABO ST an BOOw 783 a) nite 3h Ate Ce 70 
' Sevier 28 19 36 65 Woodruff 23 2h Ke) 61 
Sharp 2 Tae Gi) Yell 270 2s Bl ehGa2 
CALIFORNI 
v V é 
State total 118 231 sed6ancoaz7o Nevada 97 Oh 118 2/ 
Alameda 115 1138 166 69263 Orange ' WS 19 1/7 yWéibe 
/lpine M27; C868 S37 2/ Placer 120 130 1h9o “©1h9 
fmador 97 2107 Misi 27 Plumas ' 728 185 - 153 2/ 
Butte . 712 ¢€123 - LUiGroeads Riverside 12 623 Ct 160~—Ss« 558 
Calaveras _ 80 9, 06seys?/i - SatPamento 1381 We 17h yoiby 
- Colusa 128 5139 180006205 Ser-Benito: l1y2 150 197 mrh79 
. Cofttre COste 3129 ull? .-166-. Jee SanRernardinoll7 126 151 158 
Del. Norte 105 75 297 2/ San Diego 133 125 15 7a58 
El Dorado 100. 0211 teil26 ef17B Sen Joaquin 133 155 203 183 
Fresno 113 clhO.:. 187 268! . SaiuisObispoll2 129 160 i1¢h 
Glenn 128 $337 162 eday Sen Mateo 13h 15h 195 af 
Humboldt 202 Gl, 13dyere” SantaBarbara Whi 167 2098! 20 
Imperial 112 @9h0 186 norpy. Senta Clera 132 146 177° \cn73 
Inyo 119 O8l 9126 2/ Sata Cruz 122 133 155 ven 
Kern 135 £9272 s£05Beerese Shesta 85 9, 110 2/ 
Kings r125 Yih8~. 179 ee2ha Sierra 8 Le 156s iBY¢ 
Lake 96 S111 223nondh) Siskiyou 102 187 - lyabseldé 
Lassen 125 $225 116 ‘epe?/ Solano 18 159 197 ase 
Los: Angeles 138 /2b6.. 175 acdi79 Sonoma 129 «44138% “167 eaés 
Madera 4 117 0839 188idaBs Stanisleus 132 13 ° 173 169 
Marin a Th2 €152.. 20h 24 Sutter 13h 158 20 2/ 
Mariposa . 91 €f91 9fqhi by Tehama 105 AY 1301ena ds 
Mendocino 201 \905 13h aie Trinity an 76 93 2/ 
Merced 916 @337. - 169teanre Tulare 137 153 206 «ad Béy 
Modoc: 100 3829 1h6 2/ Tuolumne ah 99 115 bam. 
Mono 101 SH12 Ih7- sed ventura 188 19 225 obs 
Monterey 119 {168  228s+% 252 Yolo - Wa6 MY 219 sas 
Napa 122 £835 — 157iteale Yuba 126 186) «= 1 Bee tadyl 


Combinations of counties 


Alpine). . 
Amador ) | é; : Del Norte) | 
Calaveras ) BO) Loa aL ish Humboldt «) "02°" "105 eras eeaco 
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Table 2,-Farm operator family level-of-living indexes... continued 


wines TBO ISO TNS 1950 Area. OO NS 1950 
CALIFORNIA — continued 
Combinations of counties - continued 
Inyo ) Nevada) 
Mariposa) Plumas ) 
Mono ) Sierra) 263 8813 (132090136 
Tuolumne ) 96 JOS. 12 mess 
Shasta ) 
Lassen) Trinity) 83 90 1O08mebLes 
Modoc )\ Tit 127). | ahé moe 
Sutter ) 
Marin ) Yuba) 132 19. 196... 288 
San Mateo) 138 153 199 todo? 
COLORADO 

State total 87 96 122 19 xait carson 76 77 \Lietetased 
Adams 10139 11), ERSRL BPS tare Cin, 605 1a? 2/ 
Alamosa yout oo eee bs plata 64 61 68 wen 
Arapahoe 113 #125 13h BE tarimer V3 8123 1 aon 
Archuleta 5S 69 76 2/ Las Animas 55 66 LT Beles 
Baca 63 (oe et | TAKeoin 89 86 109 oe 
Bent Hoo. J Ae / Togan 116-206. poe 
Boulder ge 131 UV I67 Fete - esc OG7 n T16. (ale ae ing 
Chaffee 85 97 (lah 2/ Mineral 7h 89 95 Oh 
Cheyenne 76% 82 (186 FBs- yoreat beg TT» «cee 
Clear Creek 99 Pik hay, ?2/ Montezuma 65 62 80 D/ 
Conejos 5 71 692 0=— B/S Montrose epost era Ses 
Costilla 50 71 68 2/  worgan £210, 26, B65 ihe 
Crowley OV 586 126 6 8/  oters ipa) 8 ohms 
Custer 6h, 76 82 2/ Ouray 87 OG 22 es 
Delta wooe"06 «=— 139° MNES park 76 DOl. SIG wa ey 
Dolores 48 4? 70 2/ phillips aatsvo eee istcnh) (ick) 
Douglas 165 77100. 110) 327 piticin 96 OO ee omy 
Eagle SoremiCoe a3 2/ ~ -prowers 89 O68 5G el 
Elbert PippeeseG) 06) aee/) Pueblo 9, 109 13) 160 
El Paso BOXS*10H «6220 25S) =6Rid)Blence 87 Yioo 113 Oe 
Fremont 88 97  ano6 2/ pio Grande Al E38 195 2/ 
Garfield 92 93 105 B/ Routt So S85 | 12690498 
Gilpin 56° 71288 B/S Sapuache H13° tte = isa.ridce/Z 
Grand 9, 110 429 aie Sak Micuel 60 Le LS B/ 
Gunnisen 92 oh 13h @/ Sedewick pie fee Maelo p meat sas Men: ?f 
Hinsdale 89 107 109 2/ summit PiteenOly <hlbk) 6 
Huerf ane 55 55 70 2/ feller 53 67 penne at) 
Jackson LEY aR Raa 2/  Washineton 86 OF 120 wih 
Jefferson peceee eo lel 169. fveld mer) gills ee edi ey 202 
Kiowa peop 0S )22/ "Yama shold “Reema et 
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Table 2,-Farm operator family .level-of-living indexes ... continued 
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COLORADO - continued 


Combinations of counties 


Alamosa) Clear Creek) 
io Grande) Eagle ) 
Ségvachey!) ciE9 ¢h2l 167 £195 Garfield ) 
Gilpin ) 
Archuleta) | Grand ) 
Conejos ) Leake ) 
Costilla ) Sh pee rin 6 vies Pitkin ) 
Summit y BOS 97S URE ay 
Bent  ) 
Crowley) Custer ) 
Otero ) 2038) © LOG: S150. 9165 Fremont ) 
Huerfano) 7h 19 she eS 
Chaffee ) 
Gunnison) Dolores) 
Hinsdale) Montezuma ) 
Mineral ) San Miguel) 62 60 82) ae 
Ouray  ) 
Park -) Douglas ) 
Teller ©) BO. oe. DLR ei9 Elbert. ) 98 98 108 145 
Cheyenne ) Jackson ) 
Kiowa +) Moffat ) 
Lincoln ) 81 O30 Uh: Balin Rio Blanco) 
Routt ) 79 89 “A2haeiee 
Logan ) : | 
Sedgwick) © 1099p 110 = AB eres 
Phillips) ; 
Yimia of) gogkod>ogpos 13h ae 
CONNECTICUT 
State total HI7 8838 8 LROR PTS New Haven 12902 Tbh  LhasskTk 
Fairfield 223 503 |= fly 62 New London 10333 121 153 ¢qq162 
Hartford HG ok «86195 8g Tolland 107#2 131 166¢5%878 
Litchfield “12 e255 17367285 ‘Windham 1052 126 158 weath 


Middlesex 107 0439 life PETA 
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Table 2.-Farm operator family level-of~living indexes ... continued 


Area _ 1930 W940 19h5 1950, Area. ©) 1930 1900 1945 1950 


DELAWARE 
State total 8h 100 i3melags New Castle 100 | A195 iG? S164 
Kent i Bo wet iat = Luo Sussex 78 O7 a 160 malo? 
FLORIDA 
State total moos a Onn) LO Lafayette HET ss, 39 ye 
Alachua 35 h6 60 80 Lake 52 55 106 129 
Baker eg 2h 36 2/ Lee 68 87 108 2/ 
Bay 43 LS 56 pa Leon 15 20 29 62 
Bradford 37 «Lol he sey¥ Levy 37 USA 57 
Brevard Bo 6269 ( «683CtCBY Liberty 23° EL?) beac oueney: 
Broward 26 60 73 o/ Madison 29 29 LO O/ 
Calhoun 21 21, 30 af Manatee 70 95 93 °125 
Charlotte 13 65 99 ey, Marion by ee 61 92 
Citrus hh Lie 66 2/ Martin 48 5 fete of 
Clay 50 hé 67 oy Monroe 20 25 hu 2/ 
Collier 52 98 95 O/ Nassau Lis 48 63 O/ 
Columbia 29 ao 3 70 Okaloosa 27 16 35 62 
Dade Soe Oe «Lal erg Okeechobee 35 Bhs 58 of 
De Soto 58 55 78 of orange 67 66{ 136 oi 
Dixie sy 30 38 2/ Osceola U8 59 90 ait 
Duval 68 BBo lee ~ 116 Palm Beach 50.” 1260 41387 ?/ 
Escambia 3h yg 59 98 Pasco Sl 66 92 2/ 
Flagler 66 8 = 103 ag Pinellas 82 105 143 oy 
Franklin Tal Ta con, Polk 6 67 go ice 
Gadsden 39 36 63 0306 Putnam 58 68 87 2/ 
Gilchrist 39 33 ho 2/ St. Johns 93 85{ 107 ee 
Glades 43 60 7h o/ St. Lucie 50 71 89 ?/ 
Gulf 25 38 51 2/ Santa Rosa 2k 22 Lo B1 
Hamilton 25 2h oh a¢ Sarasota 70. 2tOvls 37 2/ 
Hardee 50 45 “ 96 Seminole OT) ieee sO 2/ 
Hendry 90 £736 4 231 2/ Sumter 2 52 69 81 
Hernando 8 56 75 2/ Suwannee 26 33 39 67 
Highlands 60 Wie o120. aed Taylor rat 3h 31 2/ 
Hillsborough 65 Slips SLL2 af Inion ay 3h, Lo vey 
Holmes uy 2 23 60 Volusia 67 72 99 2 / 
Indian River 60 58 92 2/ Wakulla 2k 27 B00 oP 
Jackson 19 18 28 56 Walton 22 Lh Zon Ling 
Jefferson 20 1g 29 48 Washington 21 1h 2h, 65 
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Table 2.-Karm operator family level-of-living indexes ... continued 


—Area___1930 19h0 1945 1950 Areal 1930 19H0 1945 1950. 


FLORIDA~continued 


Combinations of counties 


Baker ) Citrus ) 
Union temas 31 43 6h Hernando ) 
Pasco ane: 60 83." 118 
Bay ) 
Walton jean es 9 36... 65 De Soto ) 
Highlands ) 59 62 107 zab06 
Bradford ) 
Clay ) ho Fa 53 70 Dixie ) 
Levy ) 
Brevard ) Taylor )e3k 36 Lh 73 
Indian River ) 
St. Lucie ) 56 65 89 «427 Flagler ) 
Volusia ) M67 74 10093288 
Broward ) 
Martin ) Gilchrist ) 
Palm Beach ) ko 88 108540383 Lafayette ) 36 a4 Lo 69 
Calhoun ) Hamilton ) 
Franklin ) Madison ) HE 27 27 36 64 
Gulf ) 
Liberty ) Hillsborough) ; 
Wakulla Wn22 23 37 bg Pinellas ) 69 87 . 11Gerairg 
Charlotte ) Nassau ) 
Collier ) Putnam ) 
Glades ) St. Johns ) 62 65 88 ashlly 
Hendry ) 
Lee ) Orange ) 
Monroe ) Osceola ) . 
Okeechobee +) Seminole ) 71 7h #613 =«6156 
Sarasota FEST 82-115 seqkde7 
GHORGIA 
State total 30 37 52° ot 58G Bartow 30 35 Ee) 83 
Appling 32 29 Ta 65 Ben Hill 38 52 66 86 
Atkinson 27 38 6 2/ Berrien 37 29 Li? 87 
Bacon 31 32 48 Bo Bibb 50 73 93 oF 
Baker 202i) Secs SP enn Bleckley 20. Si SL ae 
Baldwin 29 Be of 2/ Brantley 25 27 9 2/ 
Banks 26,1) SIR aos ae Brooks 28.2 2 7RaS Tae 
Barrow say) Ue 59 89 Bryan 32 3uhCtié«id 2/ 
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Table 24-Farm operator family level~of-living indexes ... continued 


Oftpa ciel OA9sO CIgnO “IONS “1950r, Arent 1930 19L0 “19L5 1950 


GKORGIA-continued 
Bulloch 3h h9 58 89 Fulton 52 67 89; - 106 
furke 15 33 39 56 Gilmer 19 15 31 61 
Butts 31237. 59 sie8d Glascock 34 O45 37. Shona 
Calhoun 2Le¢ 23 37 Liedh Glynn USES 55 TOroctwiy/ 
Camden of 20 32 2/ Gordon 31 3 Sf 82 
Candler Seb hh 6=6SP Oe Grady 30 SS ll. eqhoitel B95 
Carroll 35 Lo 60 89 Greene 23 29 59 oy 
Catoosa edu 67 8h 2/ Gwinnett a9 By by 92 
Charlton 38 3S 38 e/ Habersham 32 37 60 78 
Chatham 58 88 99 112 Hall 28 Be 59 87 
Chattahoochee 22 30 82 2 Hancock 16 19 29 56 
Chattooga 37 h3 Li? 75 Haralson 30 32 7 73 
Cherokee 1 ra 732) g0R Harris 23 3u 36 79 
Clarke 39 56 67 Be Hart 32 li2 S50 91 
Clay 32 26 3 o/ Heard 26.88 26 Lh 72 
Clayton 33 9 7h wag Henry ay 43 52 82 
Clinch 38 38 56 2f Houston 30 L5 61 lonney 
Cobb unas 61 87 ndOu Trwin 35 38 58 65 
Coffee 3h 6k Lh 716 Jackson 28 33 Sh 82 
Colquitt oer 39 52 B5 Jasper 22 hy Su 2/ 
Columbia 22 39 56 sa 42) Jeff Davis 28 33 43 69 
Cook 37 39 66 9 Jefferson ra ma 57 81 
Coweta 2e 36 U5 79 Jenkins 20 30 Li 30 
Crawford Slee 37) | Ora Ph, Johnson 2138.25 g&edood 
Crisp st 51 7k ade? Jones Sie aN 69 2/ 
Dade 26 75 28 9-38 waste Lamar 35St SL 73xactmiey 
Dawson 36 26 Soe fey, Lanier 3h 28 hs 2/ 
Decatur 29 32 Tak (i Laurens 23 27 LS) 295 
De Kalb inet? ULO2. set 35 Lee 250 33) Sos ees 
Dodga 26 ce 3 1S Liberty 19 21 38 2/ 
Dooly 28 25 48 81 Lincoln 29 29 46 2/ 
Dougherty Li he h2 rei, Long 32 31 Lu 2/ 
Douglas 36 37 56 &o Lowndes 37 Ta 56 ~—s«&Bo 
Karly 20 27 30 rioib8 Lumpkin 22 20 28 27, 
‘Echols | Bee 3h b2 aray: McDuffie 22 3h 51 77 
Effingham uo 52 62 79 MeIntosh ao Se lf bh wendy 
Elbert 35 43 Li? 87 Macon 3h Ly 55 77 
Emanuel 23 30 he 72 Madison 28 38 52 81 
Evans 32 Ta 55 Pps Marion 27 29 31 oY 
Fannin 17 2 31 63 Meriwether 28 aye i 69 
Fayette 2h 28 hi 7h Miller al 20 35 79 
Floyd ho 57 66 95 Mitchell 26 36 50 81 
Forsyth 36 hh 76 #98 Monroe 25 hh 6h, 90 
Franklin 29 fe Yh 48  .90 Montgomery 27 27 39 75 


olin 


Table 2.-Farm operator family level-of-living indexes .,. continued 


“Gites CuCl” GLOBO MMOLO” LOS) bon. ATOR = 1930 1940 1945 1950 
‘GEORGIA -continued 
Morgan 26 ht 57 Bu Tattnall Bo. Lb 5h ef 
' Murray 30 3h 4h 66 Taylor 30 3h 6 2/ 
Muscogee ho 66 96 2/ Télfair 25 2 LS 15 
Newton 28:a8 l5'° 59: gmeyi Terrell 29 55 33  mipniess 
Oconee 31 Su 56 2/ Thomas 31 ho 50 72 
Oglethorpe 26 389 83 Tit ta 52 66i>n106 
Paulding AES 30, 03 72 Toombs 262° 27  Biowines 
Peach 32 ft 63 © 7Btenn.2/ Towns 23.) 2h eerie? / 
Pickens 205% 25 = Otero BF Treutlen 21% 3 “meee / 
Pierce 33 8. Su 2/ Troup 30 sy 55 87 
Pike 30 al -he 59 2/ Turner 32 ao 49 81 
Polk 29 34 5so.—Os«é#@‘“AYU Twiggs 22 25 LO 2/ 
Pulaski a 30 50 B81 ‘Union nae US) 2619457 
Putnam 22 26 56 2:/ Upson 39 55 69 a) 
Guitman 28 21 2h, 2/ Walker 39 56 67 83 
Rabun 27 26 39 Def Walton 32 Sat 56 92 
Randolph 230k 25 —35oterGly Ware 38 =6hh9sCHNsC202 
Richmond Ly 59 lol ALS Warren 2k 29 ho 69 
Rockdale 32 LS 68 BA; Washington 23 33 6 2/ 
- Schley 26 31 his 2/ Wayne 322 36 wa 2/, 
- Screven a3 32 BY. 55 Webster 26 a hh 2/ 
Seminole 2 a1 ie 85 Wheeler 20 33-53 aoe / 
Spalding Wt SS 6h 65at tig White 17 S°ak 50s B 
Stephens 26 36 51 85 Whitfield 36 aF 68 88 
Stewart 2h 26 33 65 Wilcox 26 25h 75 
Sumter By 48 63 90 Wilkes 1 32 Sl 75 
Talbot 32K 26 «39 Bebe Wilkinson 23% 2h -37omwale/ 
Taliaferro 18S 30 Pest UGi/. Worth 22 5:31 "ESTERS 
Combinations of counties 
- Atkinson ) Camden ) 
Lanier jb 30 Be Re 67 Charlton ) 
Clinch ) . 
Baldwin ) Echols YE 23:8 132i 2 ee 75 
Jones iL 3h 3h 52 78 
Catoosa ) 2 
Brantley ) Dade M37 55 69. 80 
Pierce ys 30 Ta 52 75 . 
Chattahoochee) 
Bibb ) Muscogee Wh 3h Sh Slo rle 
Crawford %— LO 55 72i9fk08 
Clarke ) 
Bryan ) mie Oconee id 3h 55 61 98 
Liberty eg 25 Lo 68 


‘Table 2. 


Area 


Clay 
Cuitman 


Columbia 
Lincoln 


Dawson 
Lumpkin 


Dougherty 
Lee 


Evans 
Tattnall 


Glascock 
Washington 


Glynn 
Long 
McIntosh 
Wayne 


Greene 
Taliaferro 


Houston 
Peach 


State total 
Ada 

Adams 
Bannock 
Bear Lake 
Benewah 
Bingham 
Blaine 
Boise 
Bonner 


Bonneville | 


ine) 
5 Se 


2h 


“Be 


fact 


-1l5- 


a i on a er 


GEORGIA ~ continued 


Combinations .f counties - continued 


eo 


30 


pa 


6 


db 


Wr 
ee) 


“67 


81 
13 
92 
80 


72 


eS 


75 


_ EDAHO 


Jasver 
Putnam 


Lamar 
Pike 


Marion 
faylor 


Newton 
Rockdale 


Rabun 
Towns 


schley 


Webster. 


Talbot 
Upson 


Treutlen 
Wheeler 


Twiggs 
Wilkinson 


Boundary 
Butte 
Camas 
Canyon 
Caribou 
Cassia 
Clark 
Clearwater 
Custer 
Kilmore 
Franklin 


wet ree 


3¢ 


28 


ta 


2h, 


27 


33 


ah 


a 


iy 


Oe 


45 


25 


3h 


3h 


25 


~Farm operator family level-of-living indexes ,.. continued 


55 


abs 


Lo 


63 


36 


47 


8 


39 


75 


87 


6h 


77 


66 


61 


17 


19 


wl 6= 


Table 2,-Farn operator family level-of-living indexes ... continued 


frea 


Fremont 
Gem 
Gooding 
Tdahoa 
Jefferson 
Jerome 
Kootenai 
Latah 
Lemhi 
Lewis 
Lincoln 
Madison 


Ada) 
Owyhee ) 


Adams _ ) 
Idaho ) 
Valley) 


Bear Lake) 
Caribou ) 


Benewah ) 
Kootenai ) 


Blaine) 
Boise ) 
Camas ) 
Elmore ) 


Stane total 


Adams 
Alexander 
Bond 
Boone 
Brown 
Bureau 


Renke 930 19h 
89-9 14.03 
LOGS. ie 
88 - 105 
92 97 
96 105 
YOR. “321 
70 8h 
TO. (322 
79 79 
20O> Len 
81 92 
93 106 
102°) 116 
an 89 
BO 9h 
69 80 
81 en 
107% _ 113 
116 ++ 125 
We 6 
90 92 
122) 13h 
11t* 108 
Lie e 


95 


Comb 


13 


120 


pica 


99 


eo 


1950 Area 


IDAHO - continued 


166 Minidoka 123 
1h3 Nez Perce 7 
2/- Oneida 83 
2/ “Owyhee 69 
159 Payette 139 
166 Power 75 
2/ Shoshone © 70 
155 Teton 80 
oy Twin Falls 13 
2/  ~—s Valley 70 


2/ Washington 89 


2/ 
inations of counties 
Bonner ) 

154 Boundary ) 
Clear Water) 
Shoshone ) 68 

1ho Butte ) 
Clark ): 
Custer) 

163 Lemhi_ ) 80 
Gooding) 

E21. Lincoln) 86 
Lewis ) 


Nez Perce) 102 


18 Madison) 

Teton ) 89 

Oneida) 

Power ) 80 
ILLINOIS 
156 Calhoun 8h, 
159 Carroll 127 

2/ ss Gass 115 

The Champaign 132 
18), Christian 11h 
10 Clark Oh 
188 Clay Bh 


7 


19 


101 


He le 


88 


101 


129 


147 


15 


129 


87 
167 
138 
17h 
151 
105 
101 


1930 I9h0 1945 1950 


103 


123 
157 
166 
158 


143 


108 
19), 
16), 
190 
171 
121 
128 


~ a7i« 


Table 2,-Farm operator family level-of-living indexes .¢. continued 


Woodford 


Area ~S—si«wL930 SHO” ISS -1950— Area ———~=~STI«SOLSCTONS “950 
ILLINOIS - continued 

Clinton GBrwe Tis" 13380 252 Macon ae Ge ey i ae ass We Paka, 
Coles Ue pee inne 153 Macoupin 95 08) 22720 WL 
Cook 126°" TiO PuaB ns 72 Madison 101 1210 ‘Aho --252 
Crawford 1@¢ 102 §=(113.~44130 Marion 75 85 106.137 
Cumberland 86 Siew (078) 127 Marshall 132. 139° =4166 2/ 
De Kalb Lhe) 161 ¢ F203. 2.9200 Mason 127 13h | fa: satG6 
De Witt Ler 17h Wbispcl69 Massac 627956) 79 cied.og 
Douglas Ge home oe. Menard TOR) To]. oR) ecins 
Du Page Cae ioe) Lee Th Mercer 439) -"4)6 =A] SeLge 
Edgar 113° 120. 150° 157 Monroe i Vee teers bhey, 
Edwards TOR ge Vie ego / Montgomery 92 -98 125 146 
Effingham 96, 95 16 Iho Morgan diy prdd6 146 2163 
Fayette ML ER Rab Moultrie 108 6,;a18 13 .d59 
cs a4 3 EE oie BC eee os an A Ogle 125 pr d36 wobhor on os 
Franklin 53 67 8 106 Peoria 128 s+. 139 166 ..,.168 
Fulton i. Lc ey 1. Perry Bho 83 95.5125 
Gallatin Te) tO eee Og Piatt 126 Ard26 173° wath 
Greene Tee, LOR Meee 50) Pike 97 72100 126 .1h3 
Grundy Les, 139 “Soe 289 Pope 2 pcr h5 — Shitroney 
Hamilton 6 62 (62°01 4 pulasicd. PUB gar 57 G67 meal 
Hancock IN a By Cass ysis Bets Putnam ye LhO pe lsS 182 yey 
Hardin 38 37 oo 2/ _—. Randolph -98 103 126 156 
Henderson Lites Levee tome 05 Richland LOL Ac; 99 LGa+d3h 
Henry ge 15S hers 19) Rock Island 13h 139 166. 180 
Iroquois eee LS oe os St. Giair galoharll2 133,26i52 
Jackson Sie. Gn "re 12 Saline 68 . 68 88 116 
Jasper Cae “(tae sae Sangamon B13 99827 = 159 rep cl 0 
Jefferson 66 78 86 =116 Schuyler 105 95 125/re de 
Jersey 87 18, hota es shape ‘Scott 10L ord0h) Leb awd62 
Jo Daviess Deru Lieveedno Ge Shelby 105 105 130 .+156 
Johnson 5S 42 56 78 Stark 137 of850 = 17 74ee 95 
Kane laos 257 20 203 Stephenson 133.145 17h. ,190 
Kankakee 04 co inal ds fe PS re Ce ae 4 ge Tazewell 133 egih6 170 advh 
Kendall Daca) 5656 | Tee 20 Union Pr7Oaor70 . 85:.eddh 
Knox 13oe 30 26h 179 Vermilién: »-110 116 148 171 
Lake dae Li ee 67 Wabash $06 vo813. 13h] pay eA 
La Salle A lise Lieb Warren gral s91h8 182 192 
Lawrence ae 66%) 10g 126 Washington 103. 11h 132 145 
Lee AS on MS a RN Wy os: begs A) Wayne 78 81 92 a rvdel2 
Livingston tee too Lome 103 White 83 96 119. ibs 
Logan ioe «Ui0w Tes 106 Whiteside 132 143 180. 193 
McDonough Bs) NE TE HON i oe Pease ay Will 12390133 162.5 p77 
McHenry tee wi too, LOO Williamson 57 55 75 95 
McLean dice LUO Lhe 187 Winnebago O32 Beal LT web Gd 

, (25 eri55. 180 ..4.90 
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Table 2.-Farm operator family level-of-living indexes .., continued 


Area PLS Ee i SHO: Og 1950 19 50 FFI Se OD —T190 “190 TEES 1950 


ILLINOIS - enti nue 


Combinations of counties 


Alexander ) . Hardin) 
Pulaski ) © WS 51 62 92 Pope” De 
Edwards) Marshall): - | 
Wabash ) 1O7S9 112 «Lee Putnam ) 134+ 143 17274266 
| INDIANA 

State total 100 «6111 «13h =o - Jasper 105 lol 133 1h5 
Adams 111°°229 «©6916 16) Jay idk 111 Bese 
Allen 15 Eve. Sey a ereoo Jefferson . 8i., 80 9h 122 
Bartholomew 200 $3420 =), 9451 Jennings 66 6h G2. 0 tue 
Benton. £26.°"4130 196°°°5188 Johnson 106-- 128 TiS Jes 
Blackford 8hYO119 «10161 Knox Of. - 109. “Aes 
Boone B16 9153 17 Sear7 Kosciusko le. 123 25s 
Brown — les 6 83966 2/ Lagrange Iso, al) iene 
Carroll 12825151 166 2987 Lake — ii 120° Ue 
Cass 107 98128 486 15-8 La Porte 106.- 116 = lies 
Clark “7 90°. LOA ES Lawrence 70 71 8h 107 
Clay 93 SN UL » Abeeemes Madison 11, 133° 16. eee 
Clinton 13648453  “276--BeS Marion 112), 133 253 tes 
Crawford | . 68 hg on 93 Marshall Tike, 122 “kee 
Daviess 75 4 88 THOS) 2131 - Mertin 59 60 7h 98 
Dearborn 96 49207 «= 1 aaa), Miami 108; 126 153 162 
Decatur 102 ©1400. Ady ong] Monroe 69 cee 2/ 
De Kalb _ 10141, | Spore Montgomery 117 128 167 I78 
Delaware B10 £941 165Wogies Morcan 86 96 120.3) 
Dubois . 95. 59295  1291-onihs Newton 123. 116 153 176 
Elkhart 119128 150 157 Noble 106 121 143 £150 
Payette 120° 135° 15h = 2 Ohio 10k, 102 - tiswaeee 
Floyd 88 O60) | Mere) Orange 73 59 Tle paeea 
Fountain 106 “41322 4 861,8%'459 Owen 82 69 oi vines 
Franklin. 95 95 ° agaLBin 730 Parke | lois, 121. ieee 
Fulton 1O7 a2 157930468 Perry 67 56 73 93 
Gibson 98 40011 LIyetTIISO Pike 69 67 oi 445. 
Grant 112 #135. 168 ~ 15h Porter 1098. LIB: US ges 
Greene | 76 82 Sala beak Posey 95° lol 135 155 
Hamilton 122. 15 16h 176 Pulaski lOve; 101 SoS 
Hancock G17 2C3h1 meg (age Putnam ees 12 ee eee 
Harrison HOO LIROG 115.5473), Randolph LO5n, 135 3155. ion 
Hendricks LOT Vel 3 2 Monee Ripley bee OF TL ee 
Henry 118 «ly «©6166 166 Rush 125°". U6 77 
Howard 117 “aye «Fh O69 St. Joseph 108 321) “Jieee 
Huntington aie | B62) hee, 56 Scott hg 66 83 91 
Jackson 81 88 100 125 Shelby 105 28 ae sae 
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Table 2.—Farm operator family level-of-living indexes ... continued 


AER Sm Ue 30 19h0 I9h5 1950 Area_——S~SCS9 STO IS 1950 
INDIANA - continued 
Spencer. 75 -88h #2 ggoriegys Vermillion ~°101 93 113. 152 
Starke ol ©3583 128 Ais? Vigo Lol ¢ésgoh 125 -1y5 
Steuben 103 LPO Bho 58 Wabash 11, ©2133 158.16) 
Sullivan 9, 1101 226 eoadhl Warren HO Cf216 WG ideal? 
Switzerland 93 92 116 2/ Warrick 75 OS£88 110 _ 182 
Tippecanoe 16 4039- 165. aye Washington 83 73 88 11h 
Tipton 1318. -4h3° «168 do a7h Wayne M18 YSOh2 163 22f-78 
Union 233 8986 163 2/ Wells ROS OS923 17 266 
Vanderburgh 115 139 150° 61 White Li7SENeo 153. size 
. Whitley LO7-ASN35 § 153:e0 G70 
Combinations of counties 
Brown ) Ohio 
Monroe) ~ 63 69 Ba Lect Switzerland) 96 100 122 121 
Fayette) 
Union ) T25 '455 157 S71 
TOWA 

State total W392 Selo 16S Tio Davis 219-118. 1375 Sic 
Adair es) Bel nn LGR EEL Decatur algxt 90 105" 39 
Adams 20 Fleder 55) 73 Delaware 127 S00 © 1 Sfp MoM 
Allamakee Cee BIO ae 16 Des Moines 139° «-133’ ~.3163) 185 
Appanoose 97 90 110 16 Dickinson 12bes 1399. 167s 8 
Audubon aS Ps rae aise Dubuque 1295 123) 1595N Gs, 
Benton U5 e262 19)-+..203 Emmet 13250 277.. 185 
Black Hawk 139 18 181 18) Fayette 126¢y7e18 915k oes 
Boone 233 ah0 169:.; 171 Floyd 127eopl30° «16h 179 
Bremer 3h ock3h 16h 7.0183 Franklin WOerasé6 187. . 196 
Buchanan ul? ecle3 149,. 171 Fremont dl2l4e119 15h 71 
Buena Vista 143 156 189 198 Greene Wi2selh8 181.4182 
Butler 126 437 - 166... 383 Grundy 150 169 196 192 
Calhoun LhO gch5O ~ dhi7S.- ckoe Guthrie T28'eerl23. Loe eel ia 
Carroll Uh 156 181 195 Hamilton W8 trlS> 1890 Loh 
Cass LO aek35 158 - 181 Hancock 13lte rds . 185 197 
Cedar roku ere55 185. 195 Hardin heme 15. Bh 4 196 
Cerro Gordo #28 oobi 17 Tamed Harrison 122 99° 1a lo 
Cherokee Wj8 fok52 190 °..21h Henry W8rel3l 16k. 172 
Chickasaw 120 golOh’ 1354.159 Howard 118 119 138 160 
Clarke 118 G8109 = 135 tod6 Humboldt Whos 150 18h _ 193 
Clay 143 s¢k51 18h ,..193 Ida s2erplhl . 188 .190 
Clayton 132 »yl28 159;..169 Towa 139: U5 170.193 
Clinton 3. eeeIS «phe el O5 Jackson. 127A irl28 | LA TBE 
Crawford 13. eah26 153r+473 Jasper f13he.138 168... 180 
Dallas 335 LT bend 0 Jefferson 123ro 11h bb. 163 


Table 2.-Farm operator family level-of-living indexes es. continued 


Area 


Johnson 
Jones 
Keokuk 
Kossuth 
Lee 

Linn 
Louisa 
Lucas 
Lyon 
Madison 
Mahaska 
Marion 
Marshall 
Mills 
Mitchell 
Monona 
Monroe 
Montgomery 
Muscatine 
O'Brien 
Osceola 
Page 

Palo Alto 
Plymouth 


State total 


Allen 
Anderson 
Atchison 
Barber 
Barton 
Bourbon 
Brown 
Butler 
Chase 
Chautauqua 
Cherokee 
Cheyenne 
Clark 
Clay 
Cloud 
Coffey 
Comanche 
Cowley 
Crewford 


940 Lol 950 Area 0 19h0 19 9 
IOWA - continued 
138 nc 6PClierd 8h Pocahontas 10 18 187 188 
fli 169 «abe - Polk 1298 °130 16h 4175 
32 152fon 079 Pottawattamiel36 13) 167 190 
9 486179 «195 Poweshiek 137. 1218 L7?5ecy3bO 
111 338,p7868 Ringgold AU ©All 36r~5.069 
133 adbaridd7?9 Sac 161 A\956. lO2vendes 
136. 167 ef . Scott 10 153 182 161 
110 130 «fase Shelby Thy. abl 17h ep 
136 170 96388 Sioux thh 23h9° IbSeqd@s 
N16 , 136c0865 Story WS 5 18h 186 
130° #163 «©6176 Tama 138 149 4177 186 
113 - 134raebkbb Taylor 123. 217 UO Se 
161 190° 188 Union 193° V2 aaa 
120 wW9 »272 Van Buren 117 ll Jee 
130 >. 16lp. 6 283 Wapello 11 a2 129 ee 
Pole ishewiie Warren 102 "107 136 sey 
eee ialey a cuial Washington yl 15 172 190 
136 169 193 Wayne 117 sil 12 456 
1ST 873195 Webster 136° Ui) eee 
159 192 192 Winnebago 130 139 169 533be 
139 16h 180 Winneshiek 128 126 153 172 
kya mieyeke Hal), Woodbury 196° 138° Ieee 
13) $175 18h Worth yoo “Soo (JEG ewEnE 
131. 163° 199 Wright “1 S360. 29h 
KANSAS 

101 46135 ¥eense Decatur 23 90 125 abe 
99 lh 16 Dickinson 137 @835 26st Aue 
86. 108 2“ak28 Doniphan W126 EGH0O5 12l 66 
95 msec Douglas %00 887. 136 Teae6 
116 ioe Edwards 4209 \Qo1 15emneres 
106 wb 156 Flk 108 93 oe) 227 
93. Ler), Ellis Ho O88 120 tisk 
132 L6mEisyS Ellsworth 126 9 28 smren66 
11 93-458 Finney to2 Hilo} 128 2/ 
117. Ue 2/ Ford 435 9, 16h Te 
89 97 Ito Franklin 715 01 12% Bb 
83 aptraRel, Geary 129 “122 «tgh os 
105 | W6vineg/ Gove ior "79 Lelpetoe/ 
LOG AS LORREWOR/ Graham 9, 8479 sganaide/ 
125 3500 176 Grant 88 8 1S eis 
99° 132° 5253 Gray 122 78 158° NBs 
98 120 *»229 Greeley 75 *Ga78 * 135 

120 179 2/ Greenwood 413 Bhfo6 - 1b 9 
108 «eh 8 Hamilton 69 -'.65 1eprotweg 
93 @%o8: 1130 Harper 123 “9125 157 salbe 


a2 Te 


Table 2,-Farm operator family level-of-living indexes ... continued 


— Anes 1930.19 1945" 1550. Area +1930. 1940 1905” 1950 
KANSAS = continued 

Harvey D5. vienige 0 Sy \oltate da Pawnee L3i he 137 aa eon 25S 
Haskell 1OGe) (6G elSO. oo/ Phillips TU ee eo lhewes one 25 
Hodgeman amb, 67.5 eae -o/. Pottawatomie 123 102 125° 155 
Jackson 12 OSTA eer 116 Pratt 132 123 62 966 
Jefferson cy Clas L0G) F131 Rowlins 17 10 «6A SS), 
Jewell Looe Ode SF Reno 23 T19h etsy 
Johnson 197%) 1905 a9 S3)6 Republic 127 103 Tesloeahe 
Kearny - 97 8 138 of Rice 129 119 160° 162 
Kingman tee Be ra oO Riley 130 121 (ibatnoil78 
Kiowa 134, Log Oe e es” 2 / Rooks 12 99° 133 SP uho 
Labette LOL 93 ToL: 131 Rush 126 102 dered) 
Lane 119 93 12h 2/ Russell 121 9% 13 1h9 
Leavenworth 102 9) 10h. 06 Saline i 120 | 156" 16), 
Lincoln 13s) 105) 13h. 159 Scott 9 90 10 2/ 
Linn 106. 101, 115 tes Sedgwick LOO 126 Seb 
Logan 86 ypt oak os 2/ Seward 116 spin alee 2/ 
Lyon 123. 108 someeus 153 Shawnee M18 6105 6988 «AG 
McPherson 1428 125 HeeNlre 171 Sheriden 106 ic eee 2/ 
Marion 130 129 °° Béhres 167 Sherman 106 98 158) :52/ 
Marshall Tey ly shGGn716 Smith 21° 97) «~ABOrapa32 
Meade 9 #4105 sao 2/ Stafford 183 12) 156°; 165 
Miami Mi) 8 112- earn 156 Stanton 73 69 181 2/ 
Mitchell - eh- 106 wk dh6-«7 162 Stevens 100 80 128 dent / 
Montgomery * 99 97 108-7129 Sumner M09 117 139 e657 
Morris 134 12 150 2/ Thomas 11) 63 1h5 2/ 
Morton 93 67 heb36 ey, Trego 112 91 123 D/ 
Nemaha 128 115) Ui 167 Wabaunsee E310 13h ee 2/ 
Neosho 109 9 LOS 128 Wallace 89 83 LB iore/ 
Ness 122 96 19 15h Washington 226 113 128:.--156 
Norton 116 90 l2hkers 1h0 Wichita 88 72 $838 2/ 
Osage 21 + 108 epiltaerp 17 Wilson 10 —-_ IA. FLOPinoikB6 
Osborne Beh = 107. nabiOeey 150 Woodson 100 88 wpobrraeh 
Ottawa 119 109 Aid sy 152 Wyandotte 105 113 1aersdd5e 

Combinations of counties 
Chase ) Finney ) 
Morris ) H34- 122 IbOesh 170 Hodgeman) 108 90 139 160 
Cheyenne ) Geary ) 
Sherman ) ay 202 mabsibet 156 Wabaunsee ) 182-127 seve pisS 
Clsee +) Gove ) 
Comanche ) Lane) 107 8, 12h 16h 
Meade ) #82, 210: pbfhoo 185 

Graham) mets 

Edwards) Trego ) 102 B85: BG Frye LI9 
Kiowa ) ete 038 4566 166 


oP Ow 


Table 2.-Farm operator family level-of-living indexes es. continued 


KANSAS + continued 


Combinations of counties - continued 


Grant Logan ) 
Gray — Wallace ) 87 15 eee 
Haskell} 109 78 celbi. 167 
Morton 
Greele Seward 
Scott m _ Stevens) 10h 61° Pater 
Wichita) 88 82 139 . 143 ir. ) 
. Sheridan) 
Hamilton) Thomas) vue) 83) Tae te 
Kearny  ) 
Stanton ) 61 Te eae LTH 
KENTUCKY 

State total he hg 61 86 Edmonson 27 23 SF 5h 
Adair 37 0s «3webbhOlen §=GOLSI EL eEt 15 5 9 tit 37 
Allen 50 9 63 92 Estill’ 17 18 29 8 
Anderson h9 6h 8 109. Fayette 106 131 pile et67 
Ballard 57 61 95 1, Fleming G2 55 70 oh 
Barren 53 59 mmdipoe 103 WE Movd B15 Bhaeber 5h 
Bath )2 he Sh 75 Franklin 53 %3 Bt p27 
Bell. Wm 20 sorRFro | 39 RSE Putten us 76 87 109 
Boone 82 91 gebln?r 136 Gallatin 50 57 70 a 
Bourbon 87 111 dior 118 Garrard 51 67 85 173 
Boyd £8) Ts) 68 91 Vol arg 56 70 89. 133 
Boyle 65 80 89 12h Graves 50 Sh Thoetlol 
Bracken 66 76 Olay eLel Grayson 36 35 Ly 58 
Breathitt 2 h 5 26 Green 3 LS 55 at 
Breckinridge is 36 59 76 Greenup 22 25 ho 70 
Bullitt Sh. 77 montobw 108 O2f Hancock “8. 9 soni 92 
Butler oF Mitveme@bw «63 Ser parfain 57 69 ®bdedalol 
Caldwell h8 2 58 88 Harlan 12 22 32 3 
Calloway 6h 6h 1D. Lalo Herrison 63 d2 eS to 
Campbell 88 OF ere wea Yart hs h6é 66 91 
Carlisle hh 50 65 9h, Henderson 39 62 BS. pre L2 
Carroll 50 68 78 2/ Henry 53 75 94 122 
Carter 1 15 32 asi Hicknan 58 me OCs ees 
Casey an 20 32 Sh Hopkins us 51 61 88 
Christian 3 56 78 103 Jackson 5 15 18 Ta 
Clark 7h 87 96 137 Jefferson BB WS. Sele eal 
Clay hy 8 1h 3. Jessamine 63 83 93.¢5115 
Clinton al L7 26 8 Johnson 27 2h 26 63 
Crittenden bbe hO hg 81 Kenton 86 97° Dbesetlh7 
Cumberland 29 ha 27 @ Knott 5 12 12 8 


G 
Daviess 50 65 8h 116 Knox 9 ch 16 bby 


ol te 


Table 2.-Farm operator family level-of-living indexes ... continued 


Area 


Larue 
Laurel 
Lawrence 
Lee 

Leslie 
Letcher 
Lewis _ 
Lincoln 
Livingston 
Logan 
Lyon 
McCracken 
McCreary 
McLean 
Madison 
Magoffin 
Marion 
Marshall 
Martin 
Mason . 
Meade 
Menifee 
Mercer 
Metcelfe 
Monroe 
Montgomery 
Morgan 
Muhlenberg 
Belson 


Carroll ) 
Gallatin) 


Menifee ) 
Powell ) 


State. total 


Acadia 
Allen 
Ascension 
Assumption 


_ 1930 190 TUS 1950 


50 


1? 


sain. - Genes cee See eee =| 


He 


=e 


a 


KENTUCKY = continued 


71 92 96 
19 35 58 
16 15 51 
13 15 3h 
6 23 
oT 37 60 
a3 h3 6h, 
hs 61 88 
33 he 70 
8 57 89 
at 38 52 
73 92 115 
19 26 38 
hg £3 eet LOO 
Sl 65 92 
13 13 hy 
af 79 97 
5 65 93 
16 58 
stunts] ieqnten Ble 
73 88 lok 
Wh 18 2 
atomee ne) mmmeqae ef 
4 ho 69 
31 39 60 
70 82 95 
17 20 50 
aT ho 62 


Nicholas 
OL0) 
Oldham ° 
Owen 
Owsley 
Pendleton 
Perry 
Pike 
Powell 
Pulaski 
Robertson 
Rockcastle 
Rowan 
Russell 
Scott 
Shelby 
Simpson 
Spencer 
Taylor 
Todd 
Trigg 
Trimble 
Union 
Warren 
Washington 
Wayne 
Webster 
Whitley 
Wolfe 
Woodford 


Combinations of counties 


63 (jo oe keh 
ie 26 56 
LOUISIANA 
cH besa lheeelst 
36 56 86 
26 $e Bly 
Sus lok 93 
80 2127 2/ 


Nicholas ) 
Robertson) 


Oldham’ ) 
Trimble) 


Avoyelles 
Beauregard 
Bienville 
Bossier 
Caddo 


51 


61 


62 


19 


26 
30 
18 
oo 
27 


i 


96 


_____ 1930 T9019 1950 


«ols 


Tablée 2.-Farm operator family level-of-living indexes ... continued 


Trea 1930190 19GS5_—-1950~—~S~“‘*‘ie~—~SCSCSCSC*«'_*LO LS 1950 


LCUISIANA - continued 


Calcasieu 49 hh 72 2/ Plaquemines 37 52 68 2/ 
Caldwell 29 22 26 HAS Pointe Coupee 18 32 LS 93 
Cameron 28 31 Lio 2/ Rapides 28 29 6 79 
Catahoula: 2e 13 1h 59 Red River 19 1h 18 52 
Claiborne a pg ge MA Te’. 71 Richland % 16 25 72 
Concordia i Ue aed 60 Sabine 23 LT 22 63 
De Soto 16 16 24 57 - St. Bernard Ce. 10l See ar 
Kast Baton St. Charles 26 56 8h, 2/ 
Rouge o95 58 MORE THERTO Ste Helena Te. 217). Shae eee 
Paspecarray) (Uae. , 16c@er a7 emeers St. James ho 87, RoR eee 
East Felicianal7 16 of 52 St. John the 
Evangeline: 20 14 20 53 Baptist 68 G2 PLoS 2/ 
Franklin Monier (aed 76 St. Landry t¢ 2 ae 
Grant 2h he ie 79 St. Martin 19 25 o Syeeeoe 
Iberia 35 59 eee | St. Mary i8 je ols ay 
Iberville Lo 7 85 2/ St. Tammany 38 ho 66 96 
Jackson 19 17 27 68 Tangipahoa 30 35 69 91 
Jefferson 7B= 105 > 3.36 2/ Tensas 16 19 29 67 
Jefferson Terrebonne 38 9 76 2/ 
Davis er 52 Soe re5 Union ai 23 30 71 
Lafayette 19 30 3h 71 Vermilion he He) 57 93 
Lafourche 37 70 86° 11h Vernon 23 16 28 60 
La Salle 30 26 Rt) 7h Washington 27 27 Sl 78 
Lincoln 29 26 37 76 Webster 27 26 h2 80 
Livingston 2h a1 59 87 West Baton 
Madison 19 1% 28 64 Rouge 30 h6 70 raps 
Morehouse 21 1h 30 63 West Carroll 20845 30 66 
Natchitoches 16 12 1 Neca i West Feliciana 1h Ole oie 55 
Winn 22 17 23 58 


Ouachita 28 2h SO 76 


Combinations of counties 


Assumption ) Jefferson ) 
St. James  ) St. Bernard ) 6h: | tol 13a 
St. John the) 
Baptist ) 55 18. ogres Plaquemines ) 
St.) Charies’ )" Gi) 53) a ayemeeen 
Calcasieu +) 
Cameron Yo U2? ait 350 iE as dae St. Mary ) 
Terrebone \ ue 56 92, pola 
Iberville ) 
West Baton ) 
Rouge ) 035 7 r¢ dign tele! 


-25- 


Table 2.-Farm operator family level-of-living indexes..,continued 


Area 1930 I9h0 I945 1950 Area 1930 1940 1945 1950 


MAINE 
GState.total.,. 95 98 216047 36 Lincoln 71 90 100 1h5 
Androscoggin 100 110 131 #151 oxford oF 100 Tre 10 
Aroostook Bsr Ne ei acm ey a Penobscot 93 Bo ALON 130 
Cumberlands; lif-. 12] .°136 001h6 Piscataquis 98 82 Oe +116 
Franklin doe 90) Steel Sagadahoc p20 LOO, eee) 
' Hancock 87 Or er em Somerset 93 86 "06°" 127 
Kennebec eee lOL oes 2/ Waldo 87 BS. MIRO 137 
Knox yeh SEA kG eee Washington 82 68 98 107 
York, _ NO Lee Lope 


Combination of counties 


~ Kennebec ) 
Sagadahoc’) 93, 106. 12h: 1h0 


MARYLAND 

State total 77 Fi eae. Wit) Harford 703 125) See ao 
Allegany 61 7h 92 105 Howard Gay 22 ae eee 3 
Anne Arundel 79. 108 . 129 iho Kent BG) LOL Dy, 
Baltimore 19a 22h. Sno toh Montgomery . 101 117 42~.152 170 
Calvert 57 67 81 106 Prince Georges 72 Oo rts bes 
Caroline 66 76... J0g@= 134° tsa” Queeh Annes 67 78 106 2/ 
Carroll pote ae eee inc Lhe BTS St. Marys 57 70 89 106 
Cecil 90 100 129° 155 Somerset 61 66 105 13h 
Charles 51 74 93 107 Talbot BO). 00 Se 
Dorchester 69 CoP Ome Lie Washington 90. 102 = 2n = hh 
Frederick OMe Las | se | os - Wicomico a 66 TL eor Lie 
Garrett 66 61 ie igleater. Worcester 62 15 ee ese 


Combination of counties 


Kent ) 
Queen Annes ) 75 86. 120. 166 
MASSACHUSETTS 

State total 120 128 150 158 Hampden Tin Levee 171. 
Barnstable 108 110 101 2/ Hampshire Le oe tan he 
Berkshire Vee eye on. 102 Middlesex LOS Lio Pie ete 
Bristol 116 12 162 159 Norfolk 1hS  1h5- (T6077 9166 
Dukes LOO Lat 2/ Plymouth Loe Lh Aloo) BLoOe 
Essex TASee RL 3O) Tee eto). Worcester yo ei ee eng Le ans 


Franklin Geese oe LOY 
Combination of counties 


Barnstable ) 
Dukes Velo o er LOG 13 


-26- 
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Table 2.--Farm operator family level-of-living indexes «..continued 


rea 930 O10 I Ons 55 0 Area 1930 1L9NO 19h 15 1950 


MICHIGAN 


State total 8), 09 ~ RAAB aes Keweenaw a 35 TL 2/ 
fAleona 66 88 95 109 Lake ts i 89 2/ 
Alger 6h, 76 89 : Lapeer 100°. 1297" 959 2a 
pllegen Sm coe ee 152 Leelanau Py ena: ick Be yo 4b 
Alpena 63 69 95 108 Lenawee 172 36 eon 
Antrin ey Age cers eh Metals Livingston 115 128 18 157 
Arenac 70 ay rene ae) s a Tce 69 85 97 2/ 
Baraca eo. Ole Ge fi Mackinac ;. 71 76 Bene / 
parry ape GakraG) Emr aaks bape Ss, Mantes 107s) 128 Wee ee 
Bay SY MDE Bisiren op Uaeahatl Ele Martietee °°") 69 — 88 9 Geese ie 
Renzie fa SON aco 2/ Marquette 63 78 96 2/ 
Rerrien LOnmue eR euet iim Lis 7 Mason 79. (99° io aos 
Branch a peo LS Mecosta 83. 100 Sree 
Calhoun Clue wil2etete, 161 Menominee 7h og ey OEE 
Cass G6 oy ices -110 Midland 76. Toh Poe aS 
Charlevoix 80 Ooi 12) Missaukee 92 Op OSES 135 
Cheboygan 66 69 0 Monroe 116 25 Sas 
Chippewa 76 79 94 118 Montcalm 91 S105) Sse eeES 
Clare as He epee ky 2) Montmorency 65 67 92 oe 
Clinton oC LOG eye tos Muskegon 78 116-8993 97437 
Crawford 6) fe 88 ae Newaygo 83 10, /e9 44 1h0 
Delta 66. BEE Vi6Gee 120 Oakland 118  We8e Se 157 
Dickinsen Choo temeeen cf Oceana tel oF tomeeEee 134 
Eaton 1030 Sicee eer loll Ogemaw 79 2 10h 10 
Emnnet 75 82 Gout 125 Ontenagon 55 Ti 87 100 
Genesee speoGm “Teoma ee 150 Osceola Bl 100 +885 2/ 
Gladwin SOME TL otic cme Oscoda Sr «6101: «= PRO OP/ 
Gogebic 58 75 86 2/ Otsego 60 63 geo. 3/ 
Grend raverse ' 89 jw aie as papa Hels, Ottawa 103  =13TS°gHsCe 157 
Gratiot O20 VIP wera 30 Presque Isle 60 73 99*% 107 
Hillsdale Eisele een omen hos Roscommon 63 fp 86 2/ 
Houghton 50 T2 98 2/ Saginaw 90: (117 “abeeaine 
Huron oY dpe Shien Sy oon BE St,Clair 102 0 J29 3a he 
Ingham Bethe atin, 25 mists St.Joseph 80. 106 -322eeer 36 
Tonia TOS. bblom mlsye e157] . Sanilac 81. 122  .16eeF 15 
Tosco 15 Gl0O E13 2/ Schoolcraft 68 7h 86 2/ 
Tron 61 13 87 27, Shiawassee. Ol, “Teter 
Isabella 79.2 ULOON ieee Tuscola 85-435 at ib 
Jackson TO8° P31 2520166. ee Sireseraman. oO - 109° ie 12R ie 37 
Kalamazoo AO Wk? cee eo. Washtenaw 132-1 60 Pe 9.69 
Kalkaska 78 58 78 2/ Warne LO > 126° Sees 155 
Kent pilot Mie ORE a vioaglel Adam a ASa Wexford 7h TO] IPs 138 


Combinations of counties 


Alger ) Arenac) 

Tuce ) Tosco ) 72 90 1 S202 ewe 
Mackinac ) 

Schoolcraft) 68 76 88 109 Baraga ) 


Marquette ) 60 fea SA piesa 


~2 7h 


Table 2,--Farm operator family level-of-living indexes , 


Area 


-Benzie  ) 
Leelanau) 


Clare ) 
Gladwin) 


Crawford 


Montmorency ) 


Oscoda 
Roscommon 


State total 


Aitkin 
Anoka 
Becker 
Beltrami 
Benton 
Big Stone 
Blue Earth 
Brown 
Carlton 
Carver 
Cass 
Chippewa 
Chisago 
Clay 
Clearwater 
Cook 
Cottonworad 
Crow Wing 
Dakota 
Dodge 
Douglas 
Faribault 
Fillmore 
Freeborn 
Goodhue 
Grant 
Hennepin 
Houston 


) 


) 
) 


0 


Tas 


69 


9 


2 


Se) ene: SE ee ee 


een 


MICHIGAN = continued 


Combinations of counties - continued 


90 


85 


76 


110 


102 


95 


a39 


i27 


12h, 


MINNESOTA 


Dickinson) 
Gogebic ) 
Iron ) 61 
Houghton) 
Keweenaw) hig 
Kalkaska) 
Otsego ) 69 
Lake ) 
Osceola) 79 
Hubbard 80 
Isanti 109 
Itasca 75 
Jackson 123 
Kanabec 103 
Kandiyohi 108 
Kittson 99 
Koochithing 62 
Lac qui Parlell? 
Lake 92 
Lake of the 
Woods 5S 
Le Sueur 110 
Lincoln 112 
Lyon 2. 
McLeod Li 
Mahnomen 68 
Marshall 97 
Martin 13h 
Meeker BRSRIE 
Mille Lacs 9h 
Morrison 90 
Mower bk3 
Murray uy 
Nicollet 129 
Nobles 128 
Norman 106 
Olmsted a yak 
Otter Tail 106 


. continued 


76 89 
72 96 
61 79 
93 108 
7h 98 
103 Lif 
76 L102 
135.) ton 
92 Cay 
121 13% 
102 123 
63 82 
100 126 
LO a 
53 91 
108 133 
102 128 
L1G 139 
12 150 
64, 75 
91 109 
19 )=—«-177 
122 12 
95. lig 
89 108 
Tyee Lue 
dove lini 
138 160 
130 152 
100 118 
ay gee hy: 
102 ek 


Area 1930 190 19U5 1950 


os 


ag 
Table 2.--Farm operator family level-of~living indexes ».. continued 


_Uerdregie! 1950 1940 19451950 


oo eet re ere mr 


"Trea 980 «19401946 1950 ~ 


MINNESOTA -. continued 


Pennington 86 80 96 138 Stearns 105) 10b ice eee las 
Pine 86 ct ie aE ay, Steele 124 137. 3635 ice 
Pipe stene 118° l26n0na525£0176 Stevens 107. 109: (156). .165 
Polk 102 98 shbfoon149 Swift 1088 100 (ets fad67 
Pope 114 105 124 164 Todd 101 98 115 145 
Remsey 122 138 160 2/ Traverse 107 100 4505q_ 256 
Red ‘Lake 93 &8 S6ycil133 Wabasha 126, 122 46 h.359 
kedwood 1i@h 116  weksere7 i 56 Wadena 88 83° Ogee iste 
henville lid. l24- 149 #169 Waseca 118 128 245)..465 
Rice 121 12 5¢axaeeie7158 Washington 119 128 .,155, 166 
Rock 129° 126 d&66270162 Watonwan 123 145 4 36162senadGec 
Reoseau 80 Bhar LO elo. Wilkin < 104 97 wAddbboon dT 
St.Louis 70 ~=—- 80 99 127 Winona 126 122 \ T47) 365 
Scott LOBy 116 (aleeoec1s9 Wright 112 1662 SESS aioe 
Sherburne 89 88 105 13 Yellow 
Sibley UVor Fee’ 14362" 189 Medicine 113 108 157 # «157 
Combinations of counties 
Beltrami Dakota) 
Lake of the Woods)73 72 96)21 122 Ramsey) lim. 126 ib%eaes 
Cook ) 
Koochiching) 
Lake ) 68 73 92354101 
WISSISSIPPI 

State total £0) we 32 57 Franklin ek 15 27 -65 
Adams H 14 ebe@g’ 39 George 28 25 44 sqate/ 
Alcorn 31 28 41 67 Greene af 17 23. ftB2 
Anite 28. 19 31 53 Grenada 2ai-16 29 58 
Attala Om 19. genet 66 Hancock 3641 63 ys tte/ 
Benton ae 21 -heeztoM 39 Herrison SY 57 69 2 / 
Bolivar 20 el 28 48 Hinds 25 22 33 52 
Calhoun 29 20 ol 63 Holmes 22 16 20 38 
Carroll 26 20 ou 50 Humphreys 20 22 29 59 
Chickasaw 26. 15 27 58 Issaquena 18 28 26 55 
Choctaw — 52 13 19 o1 Itawamba 38 20 43 58 
Claiborne eo Ld 26 51 Jackson 44 59 74 85 
Clarke 26 8 20 35 dO Jasper 25. 18 ol 52 
Clay 20 25 53 49 Jefferson 21 1 ak 35 
Coahoma Lo 22 20 43 Jefferson 
Copiah ag. 22 30 55 Davis 49 Gee ys $1 49 
Covington 27 26 29 6¢ Jones 33 31 52. 78 
De Soto ou Lt 80 44 Kemper 18 12 Lhruveat2s 
Forrest be 8640 69 89 Lafayette 264 kT 28 54 


ba SF 


Table 2,--Farm operator family level-of-living indexes ,.; continucd 


Area 1930 19hO L9h5 1950 Lai Area 1930. 19L0 195 1950 
MISSISSIPPI - continued 
Lamar 27 2h 2 an Quitman ro ny 23 2 
Lauderdale 31 a hd 61 Rankin 25 23 38 61 
Lawrence 22 15 23 8 Scott 27 16 26 56 
Leake 23 19 25 57 Sharkey 19 2h RSitolt 62 
Lee - 32 35 3 76 Simpson 20 16 29 56 
Leflore 23 23 27 52 Smith rani 17 32 60 
Lincoln 29 23 3h 72 Stone 37 29 55 2/ 
Lowndes 25 29 he 62 Sunflower 22 23 32 Sh 
Madison 20 15 19 38 Tallahatchie 17 ey, 23 51 
Marion 20 17 32 61 Tate 23 20 Be 52 
Marshall BS. 913° \Plereg32 Tippah 2 19 ~ abereith7 
Monroe 33 27 35 66 Tishomingo 27 22 28 6) 
Montgomery 3h 20 inbGetipd 68 Tunica — 13 16 earlol 38 
Neshoba a7 17 arta e Sh Union 35 3h hy 72 
Newton 2h 19 : teie9 57 Walthall 23 20 33 59 
Noxubee 16 13 20 37 Warren el 26 ~=—ss: 238 56 
Oktibbeha 25° 23 ab BOwen 57 Washington 20 22 29 58 
Panola 23 16 30 55 Wayne 21 12 18 53 
Pearl River 35 3h 59 78 Webster 33 19 26 68 
Perry 23 19 30 61 Wilkinson 13 13 aa LS 
Pike 27 30 6 75 Winston 22 12 27 56 
Pontotoc 28 27 35 67 Yalobusha 27 18 30 h9 
Prentiss 28 26 39 66 Yazoo 20. 16 28 13 
Combinations of counties 

George) Hancock ) 

Stone ) : nw ee Th Harrison) Whi < Sinotegétvll 83 
MISSOURI 

State total 82 78 93° 11h Cape Girardeau87 85 95... 105 
fdair 89 87 96 130 Carroll Vda LOL hee. 156 
fndrew 6 VIS ee 5) Carter 27 20 31 2/ 
Atchison 132 138 168 167 Cass 113 9h 122 136 
fhudrain oe CLO Tae 33 Cedar 78 68 85 98 
Barry 61 56 70 97 Chariton 1oh, 07 Bent? 
Barton 92 Uy) Gg 17 Christian 76 T Dieesiddd brent 3 
Bates 99 ae it? ba Clark OB 102s PELs aah lilt 
Benton 83 76 82 98 Clay W2 = 103,35. chh8- 
Bollinger 50 L8 52 60 Clinton 122 05 126 ay 1 
Boone 88 91 109 219 Cole ghia bens as paaen Wap ota Fy 
Buchanan 106 100.113 138 Cooper SOU LOC ee VE Seis 
Butler 3h 28 36 62 Crawford 68 61 83 92 
Caldwell SH cetera P Dade BE 73 se bOus male 
Callaway 87 AP OS | 130 Dallas 60 48 62 92 
Camden Ske hs Li6 7h Daviess Loh By T0e eat 


~30- 


Table 2,--Farm operator family level-of-living indexes ..,.-continued 


2h 


Area 1930 190 1905” 1950 Area L9SOr IGNO SONG 1950 
MISSOURI - continued 
De Kalb 107 93 aneli0@” 11,2 Nodaway TAL «6116 «= 13662 
Dent 63 58 ab6he 73 Oregon i, «3 achepiherst 76 
Douglas ho oe 35 5h Osage 91 83 Sbmen 118 
Dunklin 38 h6 fat 101 Ozark 35 29 36 60 
Franklin 9: ShacdO32 1L5 Pemiscot isms faa fey 90 
Gasconade | ue. 96 AK «(127 Perry 9L 92 Boo22323 
Gentry iio 102 121 1ké Pettis lol 696 isa 
Greene 88 89 108° 126 Phelps 67 65 TTOAIL00 
> Grundy 98 ot Claidih? 139 Pike s2 898 sobelsh 
Harrison 97 87. 106 130 Platte 102 9 yekerghe 
Henry lo7 = «89 adder 6 Polk 6), 82 Eheoherata10 
Hickory 73 65 68 91 Pulaski 50 3 52 79 
Holt: 8 117 «Aeee7 155 Putnam B7 8. 73rteenGo ue: 
‘Howard 6 99 gain 139 Ralls io2 107 <6ee7))/3 
Howell Su he rn S8 76 Randolph 9h, 92  06wa713] 
Iron 5 «3B mediey «662 Ray 99 85 lok 119 
Jackson Muh 1k Wh 150 Reynolds 32 26 siledun 2/ 
Jasper 85 8686 «03 13h BE piptay 30-23 eae hig 
Jefferson 73 79 yoy 112 St.Charles 97 OP I1LIUG39733 
Johnson 107 G9ra0 832 136 St.Clair 71 65 75 92 
Knox 03 102 120. «136 St.Francois 73 69 BS0l 11 
Laclede Pa Ginn Ghar 86 St.Louis 97 113 od2bn0k3h 
Lafayette me ll. diez 162 Ste.Genevieve 75 71 86 110 
Lawrence 81 15 96 119 Saline 107. 105 12) 13 
Lewis 107, 110» 235:0n 238 Schuyler 108° 08) “Apsara 
Lincoln Oi 9 obs. 87 Scotland 113° 09° ~326seIs0 
Linn 113) = Oh sto@2S-u 1h6 Scott Sh = 57 (elena. 91 
Livingston 100 BBion BLO 136 Shannon 38 30 33 dibs 
McDonald Nee HB 65.) 769 Shelby TO 333) 129) eis? 
Macon 98 Chev 109. alas Stoddard 7 Li6é 57 19 
Madison 55 L7 51 65 Stone hs 39 56 81 
Maries 7L. 61 . 66 7h Sullivan 88 83 96 130 
Marion LOPE OTTO FSe Oe 118 Taney fate dee st nerecne 71 
Mercer 90 69 pi Sade i Texag 52 Ls 59 70 
Miller oe OR. ECR LOS Vernon 88 79° 100) 125 
Mississippi. ae | 30 RY 68 Warren We. 102 “The 133 
Moniteau Lou 107, “Py ho Washington 18 39 hi? 67 
Monroe Mow Oa 156 Wayne a0) .265 73heecy 
Montgomery So) Goren one 1.30 webster 7 62 . FO ei 
Mergan Ch «6 78 #9O* 1.08 Worth WO Di 1a ly 
New Madrid 26 dh 59 81 Wright hg lib Sl 73 
Newton 67 65 86 115 
Combination of counties 
Carter ) 
Reynolds) 30 Bone uc 


“Iie 


Table 2,--Farm operator family level-of-living indexes ... continued 


"Area 


Madison 
Meagher 
Mineral 
Missoula 
Musselshell 
Park 
Petroleum 
Phillips 
Pondera 
Powder River 
Powell 
Prairie 
Ravalli 
Richland 
Roosevelt 
Rosebud 
Sanders 
Sheridan 
Silver Bow 
Stillwater 
Sweet Grass 
Teton 
Toole 
Treasure 
Valley 
Wheatland 
Wibaux 
Yellowstone 


Combinations of counties 


Daniels —) 
Roosevelt ) 


Dawson) 
Fellon) 
Wibaux) 


Deer Lodge) 
Grawvite’*) 
Jefferson ) 
Lewis and ) 

Glark”>*) 
Powell ) 
Silver Bow) 


parece YS eameme AK (6 REN) (ks CSO 
MONTANA 

State total tO ee ee 
Beaverhead Be00) pee) BL 2/ 
Big Horn 6h 73 G04 177 
Blaine 60 65 95 106 
Broadwater 98 Tap EMAC ERK 2/ 
Carbon 81 Biya Tes 9 2/ 
Carter MI oY A ali {< paced f 
Cescede 81 98+ * *77O"= 173 
Chouteau 79 B37 25) ets 
Custer 7h B7\ Sahe 2/ 
Deniels 61 TINOS4AE™ 22 / 
Dawson 78 AW aloo tame” 
Deer Lodge lt lope 2 / 
Fallon Te OY Se 7 
Fersus i ay Chee ytd 
Flathead 83 OF 106) aieco 
Gallatin TOO") CVI: Sia Fae os 
Garficld Wo) 5 Soa aa 
Glacier 52 61 81 O/ 
Golden Valley 73 83 wore 7/ 
Granite 77 90 12) ek 
Hill an | eee Lt 
Jefferson (ed IY dite! 55 eT 
Judith Basin 83 85 soya (2 / 
Lake 60 87 95 116 
Lewis and Clark 100 105 125 2/ 
Liberty (& MY ae) y 
Lincoln we 59 SOS / 
McCone 60 66 97 a 
Beaverhead) 
Madison ) 106" 120 SERPe 175 
Broadwat oF 
Meagher 
Park ) of iol PeYO" 161 
Carbon ) , 
Stillwater) 83 G2veRTEM = 10 
Carter o. } 
Powder River) 56 65 eA 103 
Custer ) 
Rosebud ) 
Treasure ) 68 78 96 125 


Fergus ) 
Judith Basiti) 


930 


91 


76 


71 


es 


98 


81 


nd 


LM 


103 


122 


116 


103 


A19 


1h3 


152 


~ 3a 


Table 2,--Farm operator family level-of-living indexes «+, continued 


~___ Area 1950 194019461950 —~=Ssrea—~—=«dL980_1940 1945 1950 


ee ES 


MONTANA = continued 


Combinations of counties - continued 


Garfield ) Liberty 
iiusselshel1) Toole 68 75 112 129 
Petroleum  ) 52 55 78 108 

Lincoln) 
Glacier) pees he 
Pondera) 67 16 ne 106,10 122 Sanders 5p. | 64 ee 
Golden Valley) MeCone ) 

_ Sweet Grass =) Prairie) 65 70. 104." 416 

Wheatland ) 86 96 109 155 

Missoula) 

Ravalli ) 95 100 118 148 

NEBRASKA 
State total 120 105 132 157 Dundy 416 104 Tee een 

Adams 123. 103 125 154 Fillmore tay 6 9S" eee 
Antelope 0 102 120.7142 Franklin 124 106 133. 162 
Arthur 86 «6.885 | BOO 2/ ‘Frontier 1. 104 logue 
Banner 98 94.123. 3/ Furnas 128 94 124 Uh 
Blainé 95 93 +)d24y 2/ Gage E33. 122°” [age ate 
Boone 128 Qh Fan 14) Garden 116... JOls 0 1 gees 
Box Butte MS 96 veiw 2/ Garfield 412° ° 99 "ch aaa 
Boyd 205 488'arr0 196, 2/ Gosper Fa6. 101. See 
Brown 107s) pOte 0G c/, Grant 146 175 202 
Buffalo 122 100 124 143 Greeley 116 84 104 Il 
Burt 140 133 176 1865 Hall 115 91 122 164 
Butler 131 99 132 150 Hamilton 136 110 140 171 
Cass 127 108 147 167 Harlan 125 103 134 #163 
Cedar 134 113 144 181 Hayes Bt 49105 ot stamees 
Chase 10977 108" ss 2 Hitchéo¢ék 122° 13% “idee 
Cherry it 114s peek 2/7 Holt 103-97. oy eae 
Cheyenne 114-110 ¢ koe ee Hooker 91 67 “ora, 
Clay 427 82/..303,, 188 Howard lll 869518182 
Colfax Te7ee Lib Atel te Jefferson 128 107 133 154 
Cuming 147 132 174 2038 Johnson 123 We 1382167 
Custer 122 (100,45119% 142 Kearney 424 12)... 1465. 016) 
Dakota 118 (120... 347, 2/ Keith TiS 126° Tayeeee 
Dawes 107 {102 (41325 e/ Keya Paha 98 87 104 y, 
Dawson 127 126 163 169 Kimball 88 7..87,. 138 / 
Derol 122 (112 ppl6gy 2/ Knox 120, 192" TEU sane 
Dixon. 131 118.148 159 Lancaster 131 119 150 167 
Dodge 149 #122 156 162 Lincoln 116 1027) 33am 6e 


Douglas 129 151 ael40u 162 Logan 137 101; GA 2a ey, 


See 
Table 2,-=Farm operator family level-of-living indexes «.. continued 


OX Areal TuCLOsORCIOLO ISN 1050 Uotincaer MiclgIO CIOL LOLST 1550 


NEBRASKA ~ continued 


Loup W152 102 ndeatr 2/ Saline 12605 99 £12ne 60 
McPherson 90:6 80 lObevt 2/ Sarpy 117 118 | LS 706); 
Madison 13¥2 102 £233n'160 Saunders 133¢. 103° ~ 132srsI63 
Merrick 12383 103 UW Oeil63 Scotté Bluff 11665 Wy2 167 i0nrs 
Morrill 95 96 118 2/ Seward 1338f 105 Il wi63 
Nance 122 93 aqh22<oc127 Sheriden 1195 113 shiSxorth 
Nemaha 129. 122 151 #4161 © Shermam 107 72 86 122 
Nuckolls 125 88 —s- BAB ohh2 - Sioux 11a 136° we 2/ 
Otoe 1308 1254t915644167 Stanton 13445 106 Lbeobelhs 
Pawnee Peon IOS 129s id Thayer 132 OO) -LI5) 188 
Perkins 90 9Buro Al 27 2/ Thomas 78 77 bh, of 
Phelps 235i.) 383°. 162" 386 Thurston 10007 ho eles 2h 
Pierce 12) = LOZ LL eearrf61. Valley 130 109 ( 12)cwase 
Platte - 13h LOZ abfbroctSh Washington 13) 122 159 185 
Polk 13) 109 W6 162 Wayne 1h3. 197 ¢ sb6srorrgi, 
Red Willow 127 97  23teeenc50 Webster 126 95 ( 17a 
Richardson 13h U7 15%0¢872 Wheeler 108 98 123 2/ 
Rock 93. 84 ieMeaw2/ York 138% 111 ¢ Uebrage 


Combinations of counties 


Arthur’ ) Dakota ) 
Garden ) Thurston) 107. 100 333 Foie 
Logan ) 
McPherson ) 10) 96 120 hs Dawes) 

Sioux) 20g: 106) 13ers 
Banner  ) : 
Cheyemne ) Deuel) 
Kimball ) LOLS Lor aloo 186 Keith) 1e2ke 133° «Shorey 
Blaine) Dundy ) 
Brown ) Hitchcock )OL120UL 112 139571759 
Thomas ) ga) 90) 106, Ise 

Frontier ) 
Box Butte) | Hayes) gE he Mee alae mea ee vale: 
Morrill ) 103 OF ji26. 158 

Furnas) 
Boyd) Gosper) Lic (eee O ftuehe fee Ley 
Knox) 116 $9. 113 -gaa7 

Garfield) 
Chase ) Loup ) 
Perkins) 99 100 129 18 Wheeler ) LL 99 136 128 
Cherry) | Keya Paha) 
Grant ) Rock ) 96 88 = LO3Brafed 20 


Hooker) MIse 118 WIsdarcit69 


“athe 


Table 2.--Farm operator family level-of-living indexes es. continued 


Deer Areal wirdos0r 190 19d. L950 ccuk Area 1930 190 I9L5 1950 
NEVADA 
State total 108: 107 129 ibe Lincoln Beil 73 8 quea/ 
Churchill TSEE 136° 158422! 2 Lyon Wie. 126 mnsGrorinry/. 
Clark 51 83 esbalerss 2/ Mineral 51 39 Won t5e8/ 
Douglas - 210. ° 20ly. 219 O/ Nye 65 7h 71 2/ 
Elko VoREY 108° Byhosa 2/ Ormsby 81 98 136 3/ 
Esmeralda 69Lf 70 aakOSarie 2/ Pershing T1S8E 131 ©6127 8omee? 
Eureka 960£ 116 pbSSorln 2/ Storey 77 9, 157 2/ 
Humboldt SIT 83 > ‘9oere 2/ Washoe U17S0 127 | Misovonn/ 
Lander 16665 133 merare2/ White Pine 686° 82 lll  2/ 


Combinations of counties 


Clark ) Churchill) 
Elko ) Douglas ) 
Esmeralda ) Lyon yoL WEL 136. 159 Seo 
Eureka _) Ormsby +) 
Humboldt ) Storey  ) 
Lander ) 90 91. (11308137 Washoe ) 
Pincoine 4) 
Mineral ) 
Nye ) 
Pershing ) 
White Pine) 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

State total TOGmP 25 14 pee Sd Hillsborough 121 126 153 166 
Belknap 103. «115 a9 2/ Merrimack 103 119 140 2h? 
Carroll 9Wer 117 32ers / Rockingham 110 122 12 158 
Cheshire ee lopmabrey:” Selle inven! Strafford Lid 116 Sie ec 
Coos 98 99 125 139 Sullivan 96 109 - Leaps 
Grafton L026 6 107 5aBine PLl6 

Combination of counties 
Belknap) 
Carroll) 100 116) eG 
NEW JERSEY 

State total 120.138 Laws Gloucester 111 133 155 169 
Atlantic 9SCfT 101 { “a96eod)7 Hudson 187. 193 335 2/ 
Bergen US Oe Ones Hunterdon 6h 25. 137, 9358 
Burlington 122 Ua aay one Mercer 121 150 l17orraagD 
Camden 968 113.) 13pm Middlesex 122 2:3 272 JRat7 
Cape May TOGh) Pom) iin ay, Monmouth 1205130) LAER 
Cumberlend HB ankle akon’ ay Morris 120  h5 A7heeies 
Essex 165 168 193 / Ocean LOZ: | 1.220) 75 aoe 


Table 2,--Farm operator family level-of-living indexes ..,. continued 


Passaie 
Salem 
Somerset 


Bergen) 
Hudson) 


Cape May 


) 


Cumberland) 


State total 


Catron 
Chaves 
Colfax 
Curry 

De Baca 
Dona Ana 
Eddy 
Grant 
Guadalupe 
Harding 
Hidalgo 


Colfax ) 
Harding) 
Union ) 


De Baca) 
Guadalupe ) 
Torrance ) 


State total 


Albany 


Allegany 
Broome 


Cattaraugus 


Cayuga 


hé 


105 
106 
96 
96 
99 
9h 


78 


6 


120 
tak 

ee 
106 
109 
100 


ASE 


frea 


NEW JERSEY - continued 


197 2/ Sussex 
ies Poa Union 
nl sy Des eT Warren 


Combinations of counties 


Essex ) 
Che Oe Passaic) 
Union ) 
158 169 
NEW Mextco 2/ 
-~ -- Lea 
61 66 Lincoln 
148.%- 1166 Luna 
86 ay Mora 
102. 4:9137 Qua; 
LOG iweb 2/ Roosevelt 
LG Wire och: San Miguel 
123 2/ Sierra 
80,4. 0/ Socorro 
33 ie Torrance 
Wasvoeh Union 
106 2/ 


Combinations of counties 


Eddy) 
Lea ) 
88 116 
Grant ) 
Hidalgo) 
iyna..) 
57 790 
. Sierra ) 
Socorro) 
NEW YORK 
1s 160 Chautauqua 
1h8 2/ Chemung 
3.2834¢ 18 Chenango 
128 1h8 Clinton 
13h «151 Columbia 
We 165 Cortland 


118 
1 
89 


78 


62 


ao 


168 


1O1 


inf 


110 


oe 


43 


13h 
131 
133 
119 
156 
163 


aby eT 


133 


135 


80 


147 
162 
160 
hi 
17h 
172 


Table 2,.--Farm operator family level-of-living indexes «eo continued 


Areas. 


Delaware 
Dutchess 
Erie 
Essex 
Franklin 
Fulton 
Genesee 
Greene 
Hamilton 
Herkimer 
Jefferson 
Lewis 


Livingston 


Medison 
Monroe 


Montgomery 


Nassau. 
Niagara 
Oneida 
Onondaga 
Onterio 
Orange 
Orleans 


tchess ) 
Putnam  ) 


Fulton  ) 
Hamilton) 


State total 
/lamance 
fiecxander 
Alleghany 
imson 
Ashe 
ivery 
Beaufort 
Bertie 
Biaden 


Lol, 


129 


oe 


——" 


NEW YORK - continued 


Combinations of 


146 


161 
16), 
166 
155 


161 


177 


13 


Oswego 
Otsego 
Putnam 
Rensselaer 
Rockland 
St , Lawrence 
Saratoga 


Schenectady 


Schoharie 
Schuyler 
Seneca 
Steuben 
Suffolk 
Sulliven 
Loga 
Tompkins 
Ulster 
Wwerren 
Washington 
Wayne 
Westchester 
Wyoming 
Yates 


counties 


Nassau ) 
Suffolk) 


Rockland 
Westchester 


Saratoga) 
Warren ) 


NORTH C/ROLINA 


Brunswick 
Buncombe 
Burke 
Cabarrus 
Caldwell 
Camden 
Carteret 
Caswell 
Catawba 
Chatham 


17 


) 10 


8h 


16); 


220 


19h 


“Kran 1930 1940 195 1950 


ee nem ae ae 


193 
180 


139 


2/ 
BO 
75 
95 
°/ 
2 

2/ 
B1 
92 
82 


237 


Table ‘2 ,--Farm opera ator femily level-of- ee indexes eee continued 
eve rea By 50 ke BuO i L LOLS LE fe) ee ae i EToe: Wee NOMA DLS 30 930 Ig  I9h5 195 1950 
NORTH C/ROLINU. - continued 
Cherokee 19 45 Lhe Mitchell Lien Cn oe eh 
Chowen tay eA terol hee Montgomery hO 36 53 73 
Clay 2h 20h TB Moore 43 50 55SsiBB 
Cleveland 53 61 (68 79 Nash 36 hg 6h, 89 
Columbus 29 39 7 69 Now Hanover 87 99 100 2/ 
Craven 39 NA peng FL Northampton 39 38 52 %9 
Cumberland 3h OS ob 6 Onslow Sve |.30 + Glpheen te 
Currituck lor LS Beton af Sranve Ea or 
Dare ae. 69 | Blt to 2/ Pamlico CY MMV OUT eswaree 
Davidson 72 90 109 13 Pasquotank 8 61 75 of 
Davie 9 6h 19 93 Pender 30 38 6 3 
Duplin Feud. - 36 \pRsunk 76 Perquimans 36 h6 = oh 2/ 
Edgecombe ho 58 79 97 Pitt 31 oh 68 87 
Forsyth Git 78 baMOi0t 10 Polk Ajo MOEN DATEL eerie 
_Frenklin 3) OT oe 83 Rendolph Spe ets, 19 92 
Gaston Su» 66 78 98 Richmond oy 39 (AEM howatis 
Gates 38 a9 60 71 Robeson 28 37 BS 75 
Graham 6 13 Qo it 2/ Rockingham 1 60 7h 92 
Granville Lge oT) Ghee 85 Rowen Fie [Open eee 
Greene 36¢ «=. 66 78 97 Rutherford 3 56 igs 76 
Guilford 65 81 SfsotA11 Sampson 35 h3 60 0 
Halifax 3m. 6 58 3 Scotlend 32 37 50 61 
Harnett 36; 9 Gm BB Stenly coats 6), Oey 
Haywood 2hic 31 Shtern8l Stokes Wi \6 66° 8h 
Henderson Zong 8 °“6helaii7é Surry 35ee OS” Soo moenee 
Hertford “362 37 «= 58b48u79 Swain 13 9 027 ames. 
Hoke 29 af 56 66 Transylvania 30 37 hg pe 
Hyde | 268 25 anbOritw?/ Tyrrell 3556 28> Seer 
Iredell 56 62 2 Ge | Union he 60 72 B8 
Jackson 16 19 27 55 Vence 38 5 76 85 
Johnston 37 LBastzGbon 195 Wake inca 78 106 
Jones oor 3h, on 81 Warren aL 3h 7 62 
Lee a3 7 66 85 Washington 30 27 38 77 
Lenoir 38 59 68 89 Watauga. 20 33 hS 62 
Lincoln 56 66 is 89 Wayne a7 9 69 oT 
McDowell 26 30 ho oh Wilkes ys Bi 118 67 
Macon Lee 19 (Boyt ed5h Wilson EN MON Bren (UP su a 
Madison 18 Lo n= 29a, 59 Yadkin 7 Sh 78 88 
Martin 36 Sh 67 97 Yancey 16 16 22 58 
Mecklenburg 58 75 91 103 
Combinetions of counties 

Brunswick  ) Chowen ) 
New Henover) SLOG Ge 069 Perquimans) 38 h9 58 8h 
Camden ) | Dare ) 
Currituck ) Hyde ) 
Pasquotank) ede iecote (0, 1! 95 Tyrrell) BOR 20 ar O earo 
Carteret ) Greham) 
Pamlico ) Po ameeco 02. BS Swain ) Ere nae eet UE 


£98. 


Table 2,--Farm operator family level-of-living indexes ... continued 


Area ~«*«“‘(#SO OKOmaoho SOLON ee 1930 TSO LOLS Chae 
NORTH DAKOTA 

State total oh a Feehan fy ey McKenzie we 68 Oly ras { 
Adams 97 56.7 2342 ap McLean 90.° 78 Sie PY S431 
Barnes 101 ck eee ais Mercer 100 82 99 e/ 
Benson 92 9 ALB... 033 Morton 87 85.  LEAY S32 
Billings Glee «60° tte en Bf Mountrail by 75 SEO 5 
Bottineau Spy 80 2a ak 56 Nelson 412 «4W0l S129) 143 
Bowman on 83)". aoe 2/ Oliver 96 92° “09 2/ 
Burke 89 alo Rea NST mn ai Pembina 97 99 #537158 
Burleigh 89 G0. ics G Pierce 93 87 11h “iho 
Cass 10h 108. ae dol Ramsey 113 92. las oh3 
Cavalier 96 aS ae vy cal es Ransom 97 90 3°" 1h9 
Dickey 100 83. * 105ass26 Renville 106 81 “22600537 
Divide oh 83 109 231 Richland 106 96 wey Ws 
Dunn 80 72 98. 107 Rolette 72 th 83. 101 
Eddy 98 90 g40 2), Sargent 97 82 10272145 
Emmons | 88 an D0 te OT Sheridan 91 85 1072422 
Foster 91 ope mame ta OnE 2/ Sioux 50 50 77 e/ 
Golden Valley 100 1 RM is VIS Slepe 88 91 e949 ia; 
Grand Forks 113). 103%. eando3 Stark 96 89 | Leqeveds); 
Grant oi 83 Maes Steele 106 90 %2eeit2762 
Griges 98 LL wllebant sO Stutsman 82 ne 96 112 
Hettinger i Ge 98 139... 4453 Towner 98 91 1e@heots 
Kidder 79 an 87 96 Traill 118 105 137 150 
La Moure 92 BO DO Beh 3h Walsh LOS 10h 9935 92m257 
Logan 8h, ih 98 10h ward 90 78 W1IS'st955 
McHenry 93 82. sph Ol eriegth 39 Wells 107 9, 118 133 
McIntosh 99 73 DW beve ble Williams 82 70 103 S336 


Combinations of counties 


Adans ) | Eddy 


) 
Sioux - 47) TBae Th’ Td2.3.0kl9 Foster) 95 89 112 138 
Billings ) | Mercer ) 
Golden Valley ) 81 7h. Ui2gareile. deolivek ) 99 86 103 120 
Bowman ) 


Slope) 86 G6) Wig: rps 


ibs 


Table 2.--Farm operator family level-of-living indexes ... continued 


Area 1930 190 I9i5 1950 — 


Area 1930 1940 19 1950 
: + OHIO 

State total 102. 3113 13h aus Lawrence 63 56 68 100 
Adams bli 762 T7Le Oe Licking 97h) SAAS OL BO ea SG 
Allen 9 137 4360+.7171 Logan WoO 12htoRyor?460 
Ashland 143 122 oxdh0'. 1160 Lorain 920 0 137 | BPs 161 
Ashtabula LO, 123 «235.+1hs Lucas 109 129 1hS 155 
Athens 88 889 = 93. 323 Madison Wa 129. 25574. 176 
Auglaize 13 128-48. abe Mahoning eet led Fae 155 
Belmont 70 81 210k. 4125 Marion 116 135 seq6re2 158 
Brown 85 86 100 125 Medina 102 132 egbare 357 
Butler 129 138 159 ~ 169 Meigs 88 80 By 133 
Carroll B3 103 122-2336 Mercer 109 117 139 #150 
. Champaign. 117. lbh +163. 167 Miami Sp — LSAT EON 102 
Clark Ve AUS | 6G 3179 Monroe 719 66 B9*~ 122 
Clermont 93.104 130, 145 Montgomery 119 136 157 168 
Clinton 109° 225 oo tbdawl Gl Morgan eo (05 Ma ggard 26 
Columbiana 100 111 137 = «221521 Morrow — 89 105 129 1h2 
Coshocton $9.95 MBuoil 3h Muskingum Sa i) LOS ee ei 
Crawford 122 137 62635 10160 Noble 86 90 96 123 
Cuyahoga 126 138 hohe 7S Ottawa 102 U6 133 1h5 
Darke .- 10G. 117 gedlfl.nt 56 Paulding 108 126 1h8 1h9 
Defiance - 120 1eh = Ihh..156 Perry 92 85 105 136 
Delaware 106 130 L5dL44-160 Pickaway le? 13) ese 172 
Erie 125 132 1,59.-<4155 Pike 58 59 Org RAD 
Fagefieldy 10% 129 150..<a6h Portage 108. 117 Oa s3 
Fayette 12 137 angléahy 2089 Preble 119 «#13h 46155 )~=—162 
Franklin 12 6-138 ...eoP nn tOS Putnam -132 138 Fo*179 
Fulton WA | ,36...4+-10%¢ 0172 Richland 108 120 16 153 
Gallia yar 72 Lust 20 Ross 90 96 122 15 
Geauga 10e, - Lb rd dhol 39 Sandusky Lk? 6122) 162 
Greene 146 «6131 6(153..,060 Scioto 73 76 90 1h 
Guernsey 77 82 OF) LS Seneca 14 137 I6P*’ 163 
Hamilton 12 13k 4 h59,..0159 Shelby 169° 135 «=«ieseN 152 
Hancock 1am 1b? Lee 67 Stark 10! 120 ‘Be 157 
Hardin 10g,¢ 119 153..8152 Summit Lom 125 489" 153 
Harrison 75 83 99 121 Trumbull Se lg WP 1he 
Henry Lt h2 166, 76 Tuscarawas 88 93 RaSh 4125 
Highland 90> 10L 12k. «tho Union 106 130 152 159 
Hocking 76 73 86 129 Van Wert LUG: | 125 COTE’ 167 
Holmes 81 8h 9h 97 Vinton 66 59 66 95 
Huron LLSse 131 |-152.60:263 Warren 103 lh 1h3 19 
Jackson 76 67 79.105 Washington 78 69 94 115 
Jefferson ion bos 2h) UAa7 Wayne aie eae LUG 
Knox 99 105 136 152 Williams pach bag aie hs 
Lake 2h 3790153 163 Wood A106 wh 54 pao) 
wyandot 118 | 1L2y. 680171 


=)}0— 


Table 2.-Farm operator family level-of-living indexes ... continued 


SS Oe RR ee rR ae ne pte AER) er 


S 


Adair tL. OS 
Alfalfa 110 
Atoka 26 
‘Beaver r 08 
’ Beckham 78 
Blaine 80. 
Bryan — 32 
Caddo 70. 
Canadian 89 
Carter 51 
Cherokee —«-_ 21 
Choctaw 25 
Cimarron 83 
- Cleveland - th 
- Coal 33 
_ Comanche “3r 
Cotton 68 
Craig 59 
Creek 2 
Custer 87 
Delaware 37 
Dewey 73 
Ellis 93 
Garfield 95 
Garvin L8 
Grady 65 
Grant 10h 
Greer 76. 
Harmon 83 
Harper 107 
Haskell 25 
Hughes 2 
Jackson 85 
Jefferson 59 
Johnston 36 
Kay 92 
Kingfisher 98 
Kiowa 85 


tate total 61 


Bryan’): 
Marshall ) a 
) 
) 


Carter 
ilurray 


5l 


43 


0 195 1950 Area 
OKLAHOMA 
7921 105 Latimer 
33 62 Le “lore 
155) 157 - Lincoln 
eP>s. 56 Logan 
418 150 Love 
99414 117 McClain 
KWo 132 McCurtain 
hSon 2/ McIntosh 
92514 120 Major 
123. 152 Marshall 
60 2/ Mayes 
28 50 Murray 
26 60 Muskogee 
109 ay. Noble 
Wem 117 Nowata 
39 63 Okfuskee 
91. 12h Oklahoma 
96 125 Okmul gee 
6h 96 Osage 
61 76 Ottawa 
122) #5.1L6 Pawnee 
h2 64, Payne 
95° 13k Pittsburg 
L094) 135 Pontotoc 
438) 63.156 Pottawatomie 
60 83 Pushmataha 
78is2@ 211 Roger Mills 
160 160 Rogers — 
99:22 120 Seminole 
1:05) 12 143 Sequoyah 
128 150 Stephens 
30 52 Texas 
8 69 Tillman 
Lldee? 147 Tulsa 
tOrcti 107 Wagoner 
33 19 Washington 
Loti iV 150 Vashita 
13h. 19 Woods 
116. ihS Woodward 
Combinations of counties 
i Cimarron 
LS 89 Texas 
57 92 


1930 


L930_ 19h “T9LS "1956 
20 21 61 
21 26 62 
62 69 91 
Th feos als 
af 52 95 
56 66 —s«<97 
13 ae emai 
2h 29 L6 
99 eT LOU nL 3. 
29 6 2/ 
L6 61 86 
Sates ie razh dre 
37 bly ged JTSTe 
8h 100 135 
57 7h 83 
32 Ly 61 
BoPaeiCo = 122 
LS ree 7S 
TS on 13:3 
57 72 99 
6h 81° »=—- 108 
75 esr til 
28 32 66 
he 60 8h, 
58 69 95 
1 “ding fT 
7. SEGRP 719 
53 69 99 
37 49° 125 
19 FA Magee Nts 
51 67 ~ 100 
86. Ye) es 
93S eee Le 
80 . 1.120190 
37 4 62 
64 as toon & 
95 125 143 

lh = 8130 159 
97. SSO 130 
82. 318. 2vhe 


96 


ble 


Table 2.--Parm operator family level-of-living indexes .,., continued 


—serepros 1930 HOLS 1950 res FP LO POO LS 1ST 
OREGON 

State total EOb anh 2) ST ab Lake 10198113 le 2/ 
Baker LO2h + LOO. 186. 198 Lane SOSEITI]  127%oy- The 
Benton NCO) Oh Pes 8); amine Sic ata be oe) Lincoln 61 67 9h 99 
Clackames L026 120. 138. CLS Linn 11O6e Tl -139° arse 
Clatsop 91-140 332 Uh Malheur 9385 9h 130dscaer 
Columbia 80 96 445 4ah Merion 10402 128 | Aho sackes 
Coos 87 93 125 2/ Morrow 123208125 166 2/ 
Crook 2688 127) 1h 4e.ce/ Multnomah 118 130 13 105 
Curry 72 69 83 2/ Polk A2Se 121 bs emake 
Deschutes Goes 201. bite te Shermen 15058 19 . 2203 2/ 
Douglas Mien@0l ALR 130 Tillamook Le0e8 115". 13 Arie 
Gillian 120 Se 13 «(208 2/ Umatilla 1268129  IeGeoingh 
Grant TOE ey Laas eed cg /- Union LOB IS 111. 130 2/ 
Harney 90 ee 102 103 e/ Wallowa 99 99 110 B/ 
Hood River Ei pease ig eam 1s, oan he £8 Wasco 108 201113 “MGanake 
Jackson ais Cia eda aaa cee S| Washington © 103°°117 130 ahh 
Jofferson 90 96 96 oy, Wheeler mI92¢115 123 we 
Josephine 82 Qh seen Ded Ohs toy deeds Yomhill N17 S@126 wh 13 
Klamath mB Lepore bey alt «<5 aide 9 


Combinations of counties 


Coos ) ararvohi) 
Curry) 85 SOP tei ar etl Harney ) 
Lake ) 00a Le Leones 
Crook ) 
Jefferson) Union ) 
Wheeler ) LO6 o5117 (129) 07146 Wellowa) 10h CYLOS 91 28nesRIG 
Gilliom) 
Morrow ) 
Sherman) eoOr Cola be Os 
PENNSYLVANIA 

State total 68" 1027 28) hd Cambria 72 85. 106 (daw 
Adams 9h 105 135 1h6 Cameron Sh ange ee ase 2/ 
fllegheny 200 238 he bs Carbon CO Lain late ma koe 
Lrmstrong 78 86 96a. LEO Centre GO et05) io 157 
Beaver Ne a as Oo aia Be Chester 123 dh? © 172: Of 
Bedford BOP ee ate tol Clarion 97 yaoO 121 Ie 
Berks NST iol on ge cs deat WL Clearfield . 66 80 97 12h 
Blair Co he Re T 139 Clinton 83 99 106 a7 
Bradford ele A ST odmbd a 87 OO Ae ae 
Bucks nh) Se hs hey aes 1) pocalalan 6) Crawford 79 eng ek yo Bey 


Butler Ci 1G?) 12h Joe Cumberland 95 lok 128 16 


-),2- 


Table 2,«-Farm operator femily level-of-living indexes .«e. continucd 


a Rrea~ — 1950-190. 19> “L950... Area. =. des0- L9H mon = L950 
PENNSYLVANIA =- continucd 
Dauphin B8720R105 § 86 126e%odho Monroe Sli ee OSae ate g rye 
Delaware 13200 155 ~~ 172e0s1o/ Montgomery 118 137 159 I70 
Elk 6c 76 adpaney/ Montour 3) Feet uaa Tet bgahl i 
Eric 98 109 135 ils Northampton 87 121 16 162 
Fayette 66 85 99 129 Northumberland&5 Lig reet la Bs: oF 
Forest SOIOE, 72 | gORINE/ Perry 190) 89." (aie 
Franklin LOSESELO? «=. US AT, Pike 93 100 128 ae 
Fulton 67 67 85 106 Potter 63 98 Le ere 
Greene GPSEi 91... oeaieiize Schuplici ll =? 783) 96 -1igeunee 
Huntingdon Sivel 83 pwoétrornks Snyder 69S (Oe 2 oes 
Indiana 85 96 ua061000) Somerset 103 O68 ibe ere 
Jefferson 82 89. S106 Sie 1 Sullivan 75 95° 113 2/ 
Juniata 81 7 105* 7-130 Susquchanna 91 950” JS ieee 
Lackawanna 9082110 Ispioiah) Tioga 93° 120" Dia eee 
Lancaster MOS S027 .Uaws7sh Union 99 VO" 30 
Lawrence 99. £0018 cous. ~1h6 Venango 89 OF) Tee aaa 
Lebanon OD RAALIO | Wee ess Werren 88 89 Ir ~ Tho 
Lehigh 92 4f013 Woeeds5 Washington 90 106 121, 138 
Luzerne Oe edOle (ieee 2158 Weyne 93-106" 1367" 152 
Lycoming Oi LOS i Lime oy, Westmoreland 8 106 123 139 
feKean 99 108 eds2ivorhy Wyorning 69 oh 13h 143 
Mercer Oo) 1109; 128) phe York 88 99 1235 128 
Mifflin 62" 8h AOIaa31 
Combinations of countics 
Cameron) Lycoming ) 
Clinton) 1? 98 106 135 Sullivan ) 68. "02. | Sia 
Carbon ) Monroe ) 
Schuylkill) CO eto Teas Pike ) 87 _.106 120-9 a 
Chester ) Montour 
Deleware ) OD LNG bed pee ie Northumbe rien d) 85 oli AIGe 145 
Ona a 
Forest) 62 Th 9Secehs7 
RHOBE ISLAND 
Stete total 15); ©4398 1605 966 Providence .J16 .136 162 ey 
Kent 207 W532): Ue mey Washington 107 137 155 / 
Newport dy ati eae ney “e 
Combinations of counties 
Kent ) Newport  ) 
Providence) Lik 135 159 ‘167 Washington) 11h 2 162 165 


State totel 
Abbeville 
Le ken 
Sllendale 
fnderson 
Bamberg 
Barnwell 
Beaufort 
Berkeley 
Calhoun 
Charleston 
Cherokee 
Chester 


Chesterfield 


Clarendon 
Colleton 
Darlington 
Dillon 
Dorchester 
Edgefield 
Fairficld 
Florence 
Georgetown 
Greenville 


/1lendale) 
Hampton ) 


State total 
Armstrong 
Jurora 
Beadle 
Bennett 
Bon Homme 
Brookings 
Brown 
Brule 
Buffalo 
Butte 
Campbell 
Charles Mix 
Clark 
Clay 
Codington 
Corson 
Custer 


freay 7 i930 “Iho 


ml 


Bt 


has 


Table 2,=--Farm operator family level-of-living indexes ... continued 


195 1950 
55 76 
55 8); 
6), 83 
Dad aee/ 
Theo Ge 
6 70 
50.—sCé66 
27 3h 
ay 53 
60 vd 
he (6) 
63 Bhi 
51 76 
St 79 
36 Sh 
hi? 63 
66 90 
65 92 
he 65 
55 82 
Ta 61 
59 80 
39 oh 
86 95 


carmen 
oT Cry 


1930 I9L0  19h5° T9506 


SOUTH CAROLIN: 


Greenwood 
Hampton 
Horry 
Jasper 
Kershaw 
Lancaster 
Laurens 
Lee 
Lexington 
McCormick 
Marion 
Marlboro 
Newberry 
Oconce 
Orangeburg 
Pickens 
Richland 
Saluda 
Spartanburg 
Sumter 
Union 
Williamsburg 
York 


Combination of countics 


L8 62 


_ SOUTH DAKOTA 


108 139 

22 2/ 
118.» rLb6 
106 «153 

76 2/ 
12 Pela? 
gt Sey gl 
123. 151 
ah ORY 
sans ey 
amine Se eye 
LOG, Of 
25 1g 
oe ola 
Loe eS 
11.99" 453 
ere / 
SHOT / 


Davison 
Day 

Deuel 
Dewey 
Douglas 
Edmunds 
Fall River 
Faulk 
Grent 
Gregory 
Haakon 
Hamlin 
Hand 
Hanson 
Harding 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
Hyde 


vas 


wlitic 


Tablo 2,--Farm operator family level-of-living indexes 4+. continued 


ree OL Ue 0 


ackson 
Jerauld 
Jones 
Kingsbury 
Leake 
Lewrence 
Lincoln 
Tym on 
McCook 
McPherson 
Marshall 
Meade 
Mellette 
Miner 
Minnehsha 
Moody 
Pennington 


firmstrong) 
Dewey ) 
Stanley ) 


Bennett) 
Shannon) 


Brule ) 
Buffalo) 
Jereuld} 


Butte  ) 
Herding ) 
Lawrenee ) 


Cempbell) 
Walworth) 


Corson ) 
Ziebach) 


State total 
fnderson 
Bedford 
Benton 
Bledsoe 
Blount 


76 
tL? 
12 
i 
128 


60 


hh 


108 


81 


106 


61 


91 


87 


90 


53 


SOUTH DAKOTA ~ continued 


Ws 
L100 


Area 230 
perkins 7h 
Potter oh 
Roberts oy 
Sanborn 116 
Shannon 28 
Spink kh 
Stanley 69 
Sully 87 
Todd 53 
Tripp 88 
Turner 135 
Union Ay, 
Walworth 107 
Washabaugh 39 
Yankton. 1.23 
Zicbach 51 


Combinations of countics 


tp 


51 


108 


115 


67 


Custer ) 
Fall River) 89 
oh 
Faulk) 
Hyde ) 102 
7D 
Haakon ) 
Jackson  ) 
Washabaugh) 70 
1S 
lughes ) 
Potter) 
166 Sully ) | 67 
Jones) 
Lyman) 82 
13h 
Mellette) 
Todd j 
a, ad AEE) or, 
TENNESSEE 
Hien Bradley 52 
B3) Campbell 2h 
107 Cannon 37 
7h Cerroll h6 
57 Carter 23 
103 


See 


90 


BE 


7h 


ty 


Bh 


87 


29 
1G. 


17 


70 
39 
Ls 
52 
hid 


9 1950 
98 96 
LIB ey 
LOPU ASL 
120 -°a}0 
3h 2 
12h) mite) 
Bie Lutes 
oleirniay 
70 Ae 
LIOmoUsE 
Lav gon 
15 186 
123 2/ 
57 Ley 
126 «15 
Sh 2/ 


a f 


Lhe 


125 


fe 


ic. 


Table 2,--Ferm operator family level-of-living indexes ..,. continued 


Tea ; Po Area 


TENNESSEE - continued 


Cheatham 3h 35 51 78 McMinn 
Chester )2 56° PAO} MeNairy 
Claiborne 22 19 33 60 Macon 
Clay 25 Lo 27 58 adison 
Cocke 22 22 2 59 Marion 
Coffee 3h, Sl SSH 19 Marshall 
Crockett hove 33 george Maury 
Cumberland 18 28 36 52 Meigs 
Davidson 69 90 Lap beibe7 Monroe 
Decatur 36 30 ho {2 Montgomery 
De Kalb 3h, 28 39 yas Moore 
Dickson 30 33 hs 86 Morgan 
Dyer 3685 7 66°ho%9 Obion 
Fayette 1900 ly | Baenen,3 Overton 
Fentress 19 Wy 20 he Perry 
Franklin 38 hy 60 91 Pickett 
Gibson 56 Sh Vow RI Polk 
Giles 3h He) 55 88 Putnam 
Grainger 2h 18 34. Vi063 Rhea 
Greene 6 LS 52 70 Roane 
Grundy 22 25 37 BD Robertson 
Hamblen Ls lik 70 10h Rutherford 
Hamilton 39 56 78 98 Scott 
Hancock 1g ahs) 30 48 Sequatchie 
Hardeman 25 18 23 50 Sevier 
Hardin P76. 20  —<25 00666 Shelby 
Hawkins S0L0 623) eGnap to Smith 
Haywood 2409 922 Eowyn Stewart 
Henderson Li? 37 hh 7h Sulliven 
Henry Buse 7 . Geyetioe Sumner 
Hickman 36 oa 38 7h. Tipton 
Houston 19 23 3h 2/ Trousdale 
Humphreys 32 25 39 68 Unicoi 
Jackson 3h Bi 2 67 Union 
Jefferson lh = 39 65 oh Van Buren 
Johnson 28 25 52 66 Werren 
Knox 56 7h G6" 103 Washington 
Lake Bo fe 95° 90 Wayne 
Lauderdale 23 22 36 67 Weekley 

. Lawrence ac 20 35 le White 
Lewis S1i1¢ 22 Sy thop/ Williamson 
Lincoln h2 hs 62 2/ Wilson 
Loudon 2 Nes 76 M9 


Combinations of counties 


Houston) Lincoln) 
Stewart) 25 22 3h, P=>'59 Moore ) 
Lewis ) | Sequatchie ) 


Perry ) 35 22 36 55 Van Buren ) 


hi 


21 


h6 


17 


62 


33 


100 


63 


-);6- 


Table 2.--Ferm operator family level-of-living indexes so continued 


EE 
TEXAS 

State total Gee 76) obe337 Concho 87p 102 «128 ntnceh 
Anderson 20 31 h2 70 Cooke 67 72 93.syh22 
Andrews Tile Ole. | DOG 2/ Coryell 86 78 9302126 
fngelina lie 30.) ‘SU eene Do Cottle 6h, Ti ee 2/ 
Aransas 2) eae i mera Crane 131g5 105 137 eiee 
Archer 82 83 1oh 2 Crockett 1Slie 206. 22 
Armstrong TGs 26> TIS 5/ Crosby 58 76 106 165 
Atascose 51 BL 63 2/ Culberson 136 154 162 2/ 
Austin 68 ? 97 127 Dallam 82 85 126 2/ 
Bailey Glee 69 ie aT Dallas 70°¢ 100 124ye-d3h 
Bandera oGame 100" er ef, Dawson 55 7? lodrexted 
Bastrop Neem ho) Cones) Deaf Smiths: 95. 93 52oqneef 
Baylor 66 73 9h, 2/ Delta 5h 63 +95 106 
Bee 58 6h, 88 136 Denton 66 83 Ohssedd9> 
Bell (Pe Ga ie cane aie mass De Witt 690" 76 G@engliG 
Bexar 69 92 108 138 Dickens 56 62 75 oy 
Blanco o6mme L1G, Unione y Dimmit 9782 8h 133 / 
Borden 62 Ot, ee ay Donley 19 oy 7186 2/ 
Bosque 75 15 eet Se Duval oi 82 25 2/ 
Bowie gba 361) 357 7h Eastland 6254 60 SO anne 
Brazoria h6 61 96 128 Ector Ll30ee 161, 150 uh 
Brazos ats 51 63 88 Edwerds 16134 Ul. 13h A 
Brewster 30pm: LiOn mice 2/ Ellis 6), 77 93 126 
Briscoe (Ome) (2 amelcmumee), El Paso Ser 13 17ameseae 
Brooks lige U3) yore Erath 7306 69 GOmohloe 
Brown 81 6h, ayo ey Falls 53 6h 73 lok 
Burleson Sogm WS to heey Fannin Sing 6h  S8aqinee 
Burnet 10mm LLOW Uae ao Fayette 66 69 8h 110 
Caldwell b3ma 56 To ee Lo Fisher 6liet 83 }OS—_shkea9 
Calhoun Boge 6600 Ghee / Floyd B5r2 Ol 107 eh 
Callahan 72 68 aL Lay Foard 78 Bh 98 2/ 
Cameron 69 7h 4 lice | Fort Bend hi 51 80 Ito 
Camp 33mm OU 1) oc Franklin l8ce 37 elyletenee 
Carson See Oa he 2/ Freestone 32 30 36 65 
Cass 29 2h 37 58 Frio 58 61 95 2/ 
Castro UGoe (91) 1 eee Gaines 6580 6h ‘Somme 
Chambers 51 17 93 , Gelveston 69 86 119 Dh 
Cherokee 38 36 h6 0 Garza 59 89." 1328 o/ 
Childress 70am 76 (13Ga o/s Gillespie 101-119 130. 152 
Clay 19 (i OT aie Glasscock 8iee 129 «ks 2/ 
Cochran Sh 68 99 2/ Goliad 57 63 82 = ier 
Coke 85 BO sku va Gonzales te) 62 90-6 .ab0d 
Coleman 3 Rag aaek sO) Eos Npuayh o* Grey 110 98 126 wanes 
Collin 62 81 Pee Greyson 61 7h 92am 
Collingsworth 68 EL pbc 2/ Greeg 5 h3 8h, 96 
Colorado SS Jey tai herp ce Derek Mile Grimes 31... 35. ole 
Comal G5 yas. alee 2/ Guadalupe 62 se 83... 423 
Comanche Tx 66 ps eng we Hale 79 88 = _ Wand 68 


ete ee 


frees 


Hell 
Hamilton 
Hensford 
Hardeman 
Hardin 
Harris 
Harrison 
Hartley 
Haskell 
Hays 
Hemphill 
Henderson 
—-Hidalgo 
Hill 
Hockley 
Hood 
Hopkins 
Houston 
Howard 
Hudspeth 
Hunt 
Hutchinson 


eatin ae eer see 


Jackson > 
Jasper 
Jeff Davis 
Jefferson 
Jim Hogg 
Jim Wells 
Johnson 
Jones 
Karnes 
Kaufman 
Kendall 
Kenedy 
Kent 
Kerr 
Kimble 
King 

_ Kinney 
Kleberg 
Knox 
Lamar 
Lamb 
Lampasas 
La Salle 
Lavaca 
Lee 


-)\7- 


Table 2e--Farm operator family level-of-living indexes ... continued 


(rea 940 «19 950 
TEXAS - continued 

66 73 U3 B57 . Leon 21 23 29 65 
B7 6° 87 oD mcheS Liberty 3L83 I: 62 2/ 
100 13h 252 y Limestone 5220.53 ~ Ghian6 
72 (é ol, u Lipscomb 2163¢f121 16s 2/ 
hl 3 60 at Live Oak 6h, 61 75 16 
6lys 8B 338~,.408 Llano 20305169 1 wie 
22 23 37 60 Loving 96 92 129 wis 
LOLO9 106.160, payi2/ Lubbock 68 102 12h 1 
6h 67 92 6 Lynn 5h 96S 121-170 
65 69 9h 120 McCulloch 9h 105° 126 16 
122€2 121 Apt He/ McLennan 62\£ 81 ofv9Bct 13% 
3708 3h h6tr-v72 McMullen 53£8 72ofslkGs9 wef 
67 73 90 1h7 Madison 32 29. s-«S@n2 coh 
69 83 9) 133 Marion 19 Wh 19 62 
5282 Bl posllbdnalb? Martin 60 79 102 Ey 
(wi The aoe 2/ Meson 98 12h 138 / 
52 51 69 85 Matagorda | h7 52 85 2/ 
L9oy 22 93h.5.9,6U Maverick 1378O 90 129th 
6h; 80 1 4 » Medina - 76 82 5 +128 
6Tey 119 «1s y Menord 123f2 121  Fibwron@A 
58ga 78° 493 / Midland BOF 102 111 ref 
108 88 penlbS.r ree? Milam Sl (58 73 06 
Wi6ea 15h ~ W62eree/ Mills S76 1£ 82  1e@Er1a2 
8@ 68 62 173 Mitchell 69 85 106 13) 
8 68 88 on a3 Montague 62 56 69 87 
29 26 8 97 Montgomery 25 37 51 81 
190 196 130 a Moore 9379 81 2186 -a/ 
766° 110 T31. 5 Morris 28 25-30 vO? 
bher 55 F3aqnne/ Motley B50sr 68 = BFFonaad 
S0vor 70  .2Gny5807 Nacogdoches 3h 31 #40 71 
67 C2 Pl oms a: Navarro 52 62 69 108 
75 70 106 . 156 Newton 26 19 3); 6h, 
BoC G2 sabdhhon Bh? Nolan 78 -89 105 235 
hS Sh 79 103 Nueces 83 106 13 166 
BO ley ek ey, Ochiltree 116 105 2268... 12/ 
S12 an Lyle, vee f Oldham 132) | ORy 1) 196 an 
65 1 89 of Orange 61 60 107 Oh 
Pte Mio aie, Palo Pinto 78 75 Ate a 
Le i eter yy, Ponola 27 28 35 65 
77 GLe 207 o Parker 68 66 Git Vey 
1297 wiehs s130 zy, Parmer (Le IGh = eres 
68. 4.89 | SI2T Pe Pecos LOLS 2h 156 ae 
Ole OL.) ELE is 5 Polk 22 23 Bilaeueett 
ral 7 65 91 Potter Ore 12 ae 2/ 
63 Pi) eBlog Loe Presidio 33 Lis Vista eys 
98 OG key iy Reins 29 33 Gh eee 
omen hoe ents = 2 /, Randall 990 LOS “jb aces 
63 61 7 € ease S684 Reagan U3 988 ere ‘y 
PoE CHEM ¥ 5 tags Real TOG SEE BG IO fs 


Table 2.--Farm operator family level-of-living 


“#hrGa. 1930 19h0 ae: 


ea te a I RS 


Red River 
Reeves 
Refugio 
Roberts 
Robertson 
Rockwall 
Runnels 
Rusk 

Sabine 

Sen fsugustine 
Sen Jacinto 
San Patricio 
Sen Saba 
Schleicher 
Scurry 
Shackelford ) 
Shelby 
Sherman 
Smith 
Somervell 
Sterr 
Stephens 
Sterling 
Stonewell 
Sutton 
Swisher 
Tarreont 
Teylor 
Terrell 
Terry 
Throckmorton 


indrows) 
Crane 

Ector ) 
Geines ) 
Midland) 
Winkler) 


fransas ) 
Refugio ) 
San Patricio) 


drcher ) 
Throckmorton) 


35 
68 


? 


17 


Oo 


9 


101 


81 


-l8- 


- TEXAS -- continued 


Titus - 
Tom Green 
Travis 
Trinity 
Tyler 
Upshur 
Upton 
Uvalde 
Val Verde 
Yan Zandt 
Victoria 
Walker 
Waller 
Ward 
Washington 
Webb 
Wharton 
Wheeler 
Wichita 


Wilbarger 


Willacy 
Williamson 


‘Wilson: . 


Winkler 
Wise 
Wood 
Yoakum 
Young 
Zapata 
Zavala 


Combinetions of countics 


29 


126 


103 


137 


170 


152 


_ Armstrong) 
“Briscoe ) 


Atascosa) 


Frio ) 


Bandera) 
Kerr y+) 


Baylor 
Foard 


Blanco) 
Llano ) 
Mason ) 


89 


53 


105 


99 


115 


indexes ee. continued 


130 


70 


136 


96 


125 


10 


ae 


‘Table 2e--Farm operator femily level-if-living indexes ».. continued 


—“frea +1930 19H0 19n> 1950 | Arena. L930. 


Borden  ) 
Barza ) 
Kent ) 
Stonew2l11) 
Brewster ) 
Culberson ) 
Hudspeth ) 
Jeff Davis) 
Loving 
Pecos | 
Presidio 
Reeves 
Ward 


ae CDP ee Wire Sime 


Brooks ) 
Jim Hogg) 
Kenedy _) 
Kleberg ') 
\Storr as} 


Calhoun ) 
Mategorda) 


Carson) 
Gray ) 
Castro) 
Parmer) 


Chambers ) 
Galveston) 


Childress) 
Hardemen ) 


Cochran) 
Terry ) 


) 
Concho i+) 
Tom Green) 


Collingsworth) 
Donley 


60 


76 


35 


51 


110 


19 


61 


(ae 


TEXAS - continued 


Combinations of counties = continued 


76 


1OO 


1 


58 


aes) 


98 


8h, 


75 


68 


9h 


83 


96 


133 


dd 


102 


98 


126 


106 


13) 


167 


ie 


112 


161 


166 


137 


1:5 


OT 


Comal _ ) 
Kendall) 


Cottle) 
Motley) 


Crockett ) 
Edwerds ) 
Glasscock) 
Irion ) 
Kinney  ) 
Reagan  ) 
Sterling ) 
Sutton) 
Terrell ) 
Upton ) 
Val Verde) 


Dallam ) 
Hartley) 
Moore ) 


Sherman) 


‘Deaf Smith) 


Oldham ) 
Dickens) 
King 


Dimmit ) 
Maverick) 
Zavala ) 


Duval. ) 
McMullen) 


Hansford ) 
Hutchinson) 
Ochiltree ) 


Hemphill) 
Lipscomb ) 
Roberts ) 


‘Hood ) 


Somerve11) 


99 


60 


1:7 


90 
102 


58 


106 


30 


109 


Le3 


70 


TKO 19451950 


Re ce ee A ETE TT 


1LO9 


70 


158 


97 


9h 


6h 


96 


35 


112 


123 


70 


119 


90 


wid 


177 


159 


17 


126 


37 


223 


168 


9h 


139 


Wh 


181 


186 


16): 


10 


165 


168 


110 


~50- 


Table 2.--Farm operator fomily léevel-of-living indexes «.. continued 


frea 1930 190° I9h5 1956 Area 1930 190 L195 1950 
TEXAS = continucd 


Combinations of countics - continucd 


Howard ) Liberty) 
Martin) ~ 62 80 (£106a.4151 Orenge ) 39 56 79. 108 
Hunt ) Potter ) 
Rockwall) 59 79 93 son116 Rendall) 92) IO A rao 
Kimble ) Real ) | 
Menard ) Uvalde) oh 99 lh 187 
Schleicher) 120 125 .sab38 1 n159 
Shackelford) 

La Salle) Stephens ) ~73 i 66. 11h 
Webb ) 
Zapata ) his, 5% 8h 9h 

uran 2/ 

State total 87 90 4106 183 Morgan 123. 116: (3 7%bamee/ 
Beaver 95 8h 78 2/ Piute 69 73 100 y, 
Box Elder 105 125 fydliQenl65 Rich iS€ 13). 126 
Cache 117-122. Ute onl68 Salt Lake 215 119 1h? 149 
Carbon 69 77 98 a7, Sanpete 82 71 95 133 
Daggett 600) Siemon 22 / Sevier 87 106 I) 162 
Davis 126 «= 12 trek On er53 Summit 107 IO ee 2/ 
Duchesne 118 70 O7TGL0103 Tooele 91 80 ikpousst/ 
Emery 607 Siw 70s 2/ Uintah 60Li 71... #2 <i 
Garfield 72. 53 ter6deia 2/ Utah 104 101% 4128 5 
Grand 60% 70 € 1Okaty 2/ Wasatch 109 119 16 2/ 
Tron 75 87 87 2/ Washington 68 73 63 B/ 
Juab 66-83 peaaeer 2 / Weyne Bo 89 OG ieees 
Kane 56 5O( takSlan 2/ Weber 119 130 150 183 
Millard 7O0l 83¢ aGyes 2/ 

Combinations of counties 

Beaver) Juab  ) 
Iron ) Millard) 
Piute ) 680 | §3ocni8B tu 126 Toocle ) 79 82 9hemne9 
Carbon) Kane 
Emery ) Washington) 66 68 60 106 
Grand ) 62 63 ObehI120 

| Morgen ) 
Daggctt) Rich |} 
Uintch ) 59 «6700 (9080 15 Summit ) 


Wasatch) 119° «Uh yt wash 
Paeeon 


Wayne Ooi COMM meno | 


~51- 


Table 2,--Farm operator family lcvel-of-living indexes <e. continued 


rea 1930_ T_T 1950 kee IMO 11950 


State total 
Addison 
Bennington 
Caledonia 
Chittenden 
Essex 
Franklin 
Grand Isle 


Caledonia) 


Essex ie 


State total 
Accomack 
Albemarle 
flleghany 
Amelia 
Amherst 
Appomattox 
fugusta 
Bath 
Bedford 
Bland 
Botetourt 
Brunswick 
Buchanan 
Buckingham 
Campbell 
Caroline 
Carroll 


Charles City 


Charlotte 


Chesterfield 


Clarke 
Craig 
Culpeper 
Cumberland 
Dickenson 
Dinwiddie 


Elizabeth City 


. Essex 
Fairfax 
Fauquier 
Floyd 


102 


107 
aia Os 
ie 
109 
116 
87 
112 
109 


126 
132 
132 
12) 
137 
116 
W0 
130 


VERMONT 


Lamoille 
Orange 
Orleans 
Rutland 
Washington 
Windham 
Windsor 


Combinations of counties 


122 


Franklin ) 
) 


158 Grand Isle 
VIRGINIA 
99 Fluvennea 
2/ Franklin 
108 Frederick 
a Giles 
5 Gloucester 
76 Goochland 
68 Grayson 
43 Greene 
ae Greensville 
oo Halifax 
3 i Henover 
Ted Henrico 
Th Henry 
58 Highland 
6h, Isle of Wight 
oh James City 
95 King and 
72 Queen 
2/ King George 
UL King william 
‘ese Lancaster 
ef Lee 
2O/ Loudoun 
2/ Louisa 
69 Lunenburg 
65 Madison 
69 Mathews 
oy Mecklenburg 
7 Middlesex 
138 Montgomery 
7 Nansemond 
LOO Nelson 


107 


1 


ee 


Table 2.--Farm operator femily level-of-living indexes «+. continued 


PEST TTPO DIS lO” er en) Se VIOn AHO TOMBE 1950 
VIRGINIA = continucd 

Now Kent Len > 53 oftdtonny 2/ Rockingham 103 112 131 1h7 
Norfolk 675 87 Lebo Russell escr 27. Boathes 
Northampton 95 99 128 2/ Scott 12 18 25 58 
Northumberland 56 60 664.2569 Shenandoah 88 96 Aiifebcii2e 
Nottoway | 397 ~56 6h 80 Smyth Sror 8 71 99 
Orenge 58 65 Pinth6 Southampton 38 38 56 81 
Page tae 60 (pe 91 98 Spotsylvania 51 61 75 95 
Patrick 35 29 3h 73 Stafford 51 58 67 91 
Pittsylvania 3h, ho 52 77 Surry 8 51 68 e/ 
Powhatan 3 mn 69 2/ Sussex 13 8 65 89 
Prince Edward 32 37 ho BS Tazewell hh 58 61 81 
Prince George 50 57 70 2/ Warren 66 61 79 2/ 
Prince William 78 75 99 103 Werwick . 6és0r 87 4118 x sey 
Princess Anne 61 Fer do, tel 25 Washington hs 8 61 By 
Pulaski 58 66 79 gh Westmoreland 7 7 66 86 
Rappahannock 19 58 76 2/ Wise 23 30 0«=—s LB 81 
Richmond 6 ),8 beet e/ \tythe 67 73 82 2/ 
Roanoke | 7 07 mit ownabel York Bey - 270 96 ?/ 
Rockbridge 19x 78 Oy 08 7 


Combinations of counties 


fhecomack ) Essex ) 

Northampton) Gale 77 Ldsqnd36 King George) 4O 6 58 79 
L.lleghany ) Goochland) 

Craig ) 70 79 93 ly Powhatan ) ho hs 62 95 
Bath ): Greene ) 

Highland) 85 82 8: 106 Madison). 50 8 69° 102 
Bland) | King William) : 
Wythe ) 63 65 7h 97 New Kent ely, 52 65 95 
Charles City ) Lancaster ) | 
Elizabeth City) Richmond ) 8 50 61 92 
James City’ ) . 
Warwick ) Mathews) 

York ¥ 5300: 75  opQBipedtl6 Middlesex) hoes 6 65 akeee 
Clarke ) Prince George) 

Warren ) 78 80 2.0044.327 Surry yo 53 69 107 


Culpeper ) 
Rappahannock) | 59°, 68 . 85 110 


-53- 


Table 2.--Farm operator family level-of-living indexes ... continued 


Area 19 ww frees SRLS TOO pe 1950 1950 Vee ireed 00 pelea T9019 LUBE “1950 
WASHINGTON 
State total LOPS 123 eres. sh Klickitat 9&2 100 Le pomldks 
Adams 126.9 136:a%2a) 2/ Lewis 9Re 103 ‘Meecst 51 
hsotin T1037 126 agapor12/ Lincoln TORE Ahh Lobes. 
Benton TERE 123. Were TTo Mason BIS 85° 111 ebay 
Chelan 151i. 13 4 aolsi171 Okanogan 89 101 13femihh 
Clallam 9%) 99 GULP 15 Pacific GOr 99 119 meg 
Clark 106 115 127 136 Pend Oreille 50 5h 85 2/ 
Columbia 13) 145 19 a} Pierce 1oley 113 136r. nee 
Cowlitz 7Re 102. qequeey/ San Juan 999) 112 e¢ 2/ 
Douglas © 12640 118 3 yeqiye?t?/ Skagit 127" 197 )«=-159 mows9 
Ferry 6 53 CploutS/ Skamania 68 19 se 302 2/ 
Franklin 12a80 126 «= LByalvT2/ Snohomish Who 115 13ers 
Garfield 15s 15) 2oeteqiZ/ Spokane 10 .110.. 137 opdee 
Grant 1050i 120 15enca2/ Stevens 76 75 -sAOIanod2 
Grays Harbor 90 99 ‘josedewel, Thurston 96-2 109 132907039 
tsland 109° 118 158 eye Wahkiakum 10s 116 "138 2/ 
Jefferson 85 90 oobi 2 / Walla Walla 13) 139 192 ° 185 
King LIST 121 Lydeodd3 Whatcom 12295126. 150 of53 
Kitsap 99.° 109 131. 139 Whitman 1005 155  diypelhr208 
Kittitas 130 125 167 #4159 Yakima 117° «25. 172" 358 
Combinations of counties 
Adams) Ferry 
Franklin) deo aaa = 205 7219 Pend Oreille) 
Stevens ey 68 9h lilo 
Asotin ) 
Columbia) Island ) 
Garfield) 13  1WoOloexl?oqmex70 San Juan) 106, 216° lib 5 15h 
Cowlitz ) Jefferson) 
Skamania) Th 99( 2ta2e8el130 Mason ) 8h 87 107 181 
Douglas) Pacific ) 
Grant) 118 | 178 169 185 Wahkiakum ) 62. 306 8126. 238 
WEST VIRGINIA 
YY ww ’ 7 
State total Syuel 55 8 66ore87 Doddridge 53 hb 60 8h 
Barbour 6 58 66 87 Fayette hd 50 69 88 
Berkeley 88 87 108 of Gilmer 52 37 9 68 
Boone 2100 3 eb{gvod2/ Grant 66 5O  - 67 2/ 
Braxton 38 2h 27 L7 Greenbrier 58 453 66 89 
Brooke 7880L100e7!L09 wate/ Hampshire 6988 59  Jaeerigs 
Cabell Suey lh epépr0l761 Hancock Bofefiol § 12ey7enurte/ 
Calhoun 55 43 h9 2/ Hardy (ee (at 98 106 
Clay 2702 20 8 giet095 Harrison 7208 85. 99 miRgl 


7 bln 


Table 2,--farm operator family level-of-living indexes ... continued 


~ uk Area, (AOS EMOUO Iolibe, 1950 lor Ameen aps0pepnO lolbeaoo0 
WEST VIRGINIA ~ continued 
Jackson 62 55 63 75 Pleasants 58 cs 19 e/ 
Jefferson | 95 97 120 2/ Pocahontas 6h; 50 Of enero 
Kanawha 39 Sh 70 90 Preston 72 65 ia 96 
Lewis 6318 66 «= “Fienw89 0S os Putra 396 360 = 8 79 
Lincoln 20 15 19 hy Raleigh 31 hg 60 79 
Logan 16 23 3h 2/ Randolph 9 as 62 81 
McDowell Le Bll penne th8 Ritchie Tor 55 «= 61 ae BS. 
Marion. 75 78 91 105 Roane 7 63 6h 86 
Marshall 80 75 BY ns 30 Summers 9 36 3. 73 
Mason | Sirer hé 53 88 Taylor 6h, 71 82-554.02 
Mercer 3) (49 6 h63 75 =. *Tucker 38 To 6) 2/ 
Mineral 68 72 78 of Tyler 66:35 63 65ficert 
Mingo 18 29 2 60 Upshur 0 38 ho 7h 
Monongalia 78 80 88 99 | Wayne 18 19 33. 61 
Monroe 55 ke) 56 83 Webster 32 26 33 53 
- Morgan h6é 59 73 2/ Wetzel 56 hg 61 78 
Nicholas WIMee She faye Ber Law 70 Wirt 5528 «LT ake 2/ 
Ohio Losier ll? aaiiaaw2/ Wood 73 75 85 an P/ 


Pendleton 80 79 85 110 Wyoming 12 oe 32 65 


Combinations of counties 


Berkeley ) ~ Calhoun) 
Jefferson) Wirt  ) 55 hh 148 55 
Morgan ) 80 8h lok 125 

Grant ) 
Boone ) Tucker ) Sh hs 60 80 
Logan ) 19° 29 (flere 6l 

Hampshire) 
Brooke ) Mineral) 69 65 ee IT 
Hancock) 
Ohio  ) 9419 108/ 12ben. 150 Pleasants) 

Wood y £69 Sh eleemere 

WISCONSIN 
State total 106 107 132 pio Columbia 12), ee 15, 12 

Adams 89 Os en eo Crawford Ji2 6 108 “JhG a eis 
Ashland 6, 60 Tabhak00 Dane L3lyl2 1hO 5368 esaBh 
Barron 110 99 432or0%52 Dodge 132d: 110 lékeedagh 
Bayfield 67 61 80 122 Door 10282 105 1@9festh? 
Brown LO9QR) 122 WG 56 Douglas 60 75. 10h Qamag 
Buffalo 129AD 1364624560267 Dunn 1158 103 l3hedeahe 
Burnett 9204. 87 oybMbecwn36 Eau Claire 108 102 129 wy 
Calumet 13298136 Bedonnboy Florence 75 7 9h 2/ 
Chippewa 96 90 116 10 Fond du Lac 122 132 159 168 


Clark 9087 89 mba 9432 Forest SOYS, 8. 67 eaeee 


wits 


an 


Table 2.--Farm operator family level-of-living indexes ... continued 


Area aman EE EILO Te IO = nea, 1930 190 T9us 1950 
WISCONSIN - Le 
Grant 13S R 36> Lake ia Pierce TOP 192 e137 160 
Green Ui otlis Jie. oar le Polk pla ce poly ear ean rs Ray 
Green Lake gE ea a 8 Pele Portage 87 83 99 apie 
Towa 13) 135 pelGhen us Price 70-63. fh 92 naan 
Iron ies lit p. Og 2/ Racine 132 U7 ¢ l71Qaonkee 
Jackson 108 OG 121 vhs Richland W609 113 (35.4 ds 
Jefferson 726 1139 «| BBR Rock 120 Fe ta peo ee 
Juneau OV ae OD 6 i ales Rusk 65 71 94 120 
Kenosha Val 9150 vley. 4102 et. .Groaix 117 ,t6 111 3394.4160 
Kewaunee 118° 129 - 16.5 35s Sauk 1297, 122 io we ee 
La Crosse 129-133 (a eo} Sawyer 6h 55 Vr ot OF 
Lafayette Eee eta afl Shawano Whe} 106 We 50,dh9 
Langlade Glen 09) Lactic Sheboygan 121 131 158 175 
Lincoln Si BOD Ope eho Taylor 73. 70 | ‘OG. mevked 
Manitowoc 126 139 #157 169 Trempealeau 122 121 J2s>.d50 
Marathon 90 90 115 135 Vernon 11048108 128 . +49 
Marinette 65 an pie renee Vilas if 78 95 as 
Marquette WIP 105) S136 = alho Walworth 139° 152? 2162" 4377 
Milwaukee tie I visyg Palys Washburn "9 69 oly L265 
Monroe 13s, 102 9128) 150 Washington 128 133 153 15h 
Oconto 79 By 09) L317 Waukesha Tih ~*4h8 “1688S Lic 
Oneida 72 67 87 2/ Waupaca 139,919 Aloo iiss 
Outagamie 1935132) wlboe elo Waushara 102 8B “SESS wait 
Ozaukee Tepe ieee ou ice Winnebago 5 0) eae He) a Las F, 
Pepin 3 Mal olan wile Cade Umbach ley | Wood O94 1024" we da oe 
Combinations of counties 

Florence ) Irons 

Forest ) 65 59 79 107 Oneida) 
Vilas ‘ 6 63... (837196 

WYOMING 

State total oem 1Ol 1) 0) 4} ). Lincoln 80 105 136 o/ 
Albany Cae ut iige 1151 2/ Natrona 92 SLs ody UF 
Big Horn Sie 203 eel shen ee, Niobrara eh ean enn) Gael 
Campbell 61 81 Dou mare £ Park 109 ely ls Pe 
Carbon TER yee el alow hi eds Platte 78 98 118 o/ 
Converse 80 OTe ytae) lied, Sheridan Bi ee as heh ag 
Crook Omen Semel teic/, Sublette ol" eb, 150-9) ef 
Fremont 65 61 90 a Sweetwater 68 10C- 107 Bf 
Goshen PomeeeO Le et 28o) G53 Teton 67 Oe 1G. wet 
Hot Springs 90 81 = 96 2/ Uinta OP AO eng 3G. are h 
Johnson 89 99 115 oP Washakie aS ee eee 2/ 
Laramie 98 lilo 13h a) Weston 7 OO mL ai 


Table 2,--Farm operator family level-of-living indexes «». continued 


) 
Carbon ) 
Natrona) 
Sweetwater ) 
Big Horn) 
Washakie ) 


Campbell) 
Johnson ) 


Converse ) 


Laramie ) 
Platte ) 


ee 


97 


9h 


69 


85 


span era 


119 


11h 


87 


103 


50m 


- 


WYOMING - continued 


141 


13 


103 


12h 


1h7 


133 


1h9 


Combinations of counties 


Crook  ) 
Niobrera) 
Weston . ) ae 


Fremont ) 
Hot Springs) 71 


Lincoln ) 
Sublette ) 
Teton. ) 
Uinta ~-) 83 


86 


6h 


103 


ee ee 


10h 


89 


13h 


Area 1930 190 ions 150 Area Seen ele) Toho 19n5. 1950 


12h) 


118 : 


ih 


1/ Indexes are not shown for 11 counties in Arizona, 9 in New Mexico, and 1 in 
Utah, or for the totals of Arizona and New Mexico because Indians on reserva- ~ 
tions were not treated the same in each census. 


2/ Index not computed separately for this county in 1950; see combinations 


of counties following the listing of counties in each state. 


"7a 


Table 3. Average county index of farm operator family level-of-living 
for state economic areas, 1930, 1940, 1945, and 1950. 
(U.S. county average for 1945 equals 190) 


scant « sages ancemeS sai ATP" C-SI On EG EEGs OPA I 8 A EE ORRIN A, EY 5 A I Te a RR ET NN ae 
S] e s 


State and area , oe 4 aisho « ree %'TIS0 


United States 75 79 100 122 
Alabama | 26 25 38 6h, 
area | 
1 30 30 Lib 15 
2 | 33 28 Ta 68 
3 32 38 56 60 
4 | 29 27 2 68 
5 28 22 35 6h, 
6 | 1h 12 21 37 
Ta 2h 22 36 6 
7b 18 ist 21 3 
8 | 3h 32 52 76 
Metropolitan | 
A Lio 57 80 103 
B 19 16 ay Lh 
4 21 33 Ly 66 
D | 52 l9 66 95 
Arizona | ~ we om i. 
Area 
Zu | 68 8h 100 120 
Arkansas 29 25 37 68 
Area | 
la : 56 Sl (fe 106 
ib | peel 23 33 60 
9 35 a? 2 (3 
3 28 23 35 2 
hh 31 25 ¢ f 
5 28 22 By 60 
6 2 2h 36 65 
a | is 27 43 75 
To 36 36 5u 8h 
8a 16 el 28 56 
8b iN ih 2k 52 
Metrooolitan 
A | cul 6 6h, 88 


~Sai 


Table 3. Average county index of farm operator family level-of-living 
for state economic areas e+e continued 


SE EEE AOE OES RE NE RY ATER 


8 $ ry 3 . 
State and area : 1930 190 1945 + 1950 
California 118 131 161 170 
Area ' 

1 100 109 127 16 

2 126 136 162 171i 

3 131 15 185 199 

iy 126 1h2 174 183 

5 12h 10 171 170 

6 128 153 205 218 

7 164, 180 217 232 

8 112 132 173 198 

9 98 109 12h, 138 
Metropolitan 

A 132 19 185 18h, 

B 132 16 177 173 

G 131 Lh2 17h 16), 

D 133 155 203 183 

E 413 1h0 187 188 

F iho 132 176 169 

G 133 115 15 158 

H 117 126 151 158 


Area 
a. 
2a 
2b 
5 
4 
5 
Metropolitan 
A 


Connecticut 
Area 
4 


2 
Metropolitan 
A 
B 
C 


{ 
| ; 
Colorado 87 96 122 19 
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Table 3. Average county index of farm overator family Llevel-of-living 
for state economic areas coe continued 


nr etree 


et RE OR A TEED 


eg ree A SA NE BNE UT IRE A A AI SE TEAS EE 
e 


: ‘ eae is 3 
State and area Dee eNOOO, Vee LOK. oe aL oh Su at 4 eb990 
Delaware a 8h 100 136 158 
Area | 
1 | 76 90 132 15h 
Metronolitan 
A | 100 119 14,6 16h, 
Florida | 5 53 76 105 
Area 
i | 2h 23 38 66 
2 16 18 63 89 
3 28 28 39 67 
h 60 69 93 129 
5 55 61 101 121 
6 : 56 85 17 15h 
Metropolitan 
A 1 68 88 122 1h6 
B 69 87 118 119 
C | 65 102 151 189 
Georgia 30 iY: 52 80 
Area 
1 3h 45 58 81 
2 23 23 hl 69 
3 3] 36 55 85 
ha 31 45 56 87 
lib | 25 3, hg 76 
5 29 36 50 78 
6 E) 32 45 75 
7a ) 28 35 6 70 
1b | 29 35 118 83 
8 32 3 48 77 
9 | 32 36 io 7h 
Metropolitan | 
A | 39 56 7 83 
B is6 69 93 115 
0 3 5 als ce 
D Lh 59 101 5 
E 58 88 99 Lie 
Idaho 92 100 129 17 
Area 
1 | 78 1 106 128 
2 90 LOL 128 1h6 
3a 108 ae Lib 15h 
3b 110 120 148 16), 
in 93 105 1h0 159 


260s 


Table 3. Average county index of farm operator family level-of-living 
for state economic areas ... continued 


oe mer te a ES ET LT TS SA ES TT TS 


State and area ¢ Bk930 * ys) 190) | PR AOL SEPM 1950 
Tllinois | 107 113 139 156 
Area 
1 131 1h2 175 187 
2 12h 1Lh2 182 182 
3 133 139 170 183 
b 100 101 12h, 15 
5 129 143 173 188 
6a | 120 12 153 17h 
6b | Pe 22h 131 163 176 
7 | 95 102 121 18 
8 81 82 9h 119 
9 | 9h 9h 115 SEE 
10 66 70 86 112 
1 oP 53 66 9h 
Metropolitan | 
A 13h 139 166 180 
B £32 10 174 181 
s | 130 1h5 L¥7 180 
D 130 12 168 171 
E | 113 127 159 180 
F | 102 ui 136 152 
Indiana 100 TUE 134 1h9 
Area 
1 2 Let Lhi7 156 
2a 107 110 Lub 155 
2b 11h 127 154 169 
3 103 125 145 157 
hi 116 136 162 166 
5 110 133 15s 166 
6 86 92 115 139 
7 (3 70 86 110 
8 ey 89 106 122 
Metropolitan 
A 21 120 148 155 
B 108 HER 11 152 
C 118 135 154 158 
D 112 oS) 153 159 
E 115 139 150 161 
F 82 93 11h 133 
Towa oe 13 162 178 
Area 
la Luu 148 183 197 
1b 133 127 158 181 
2a 134 143 re 187 
2b 10 Lo 182 186 
3a 125 1a 13 167 


3b Wad LOG 126 151 


<i. 


Table 3, Average county index of farm onerator family level-of-living 
for state economic areas :o«, continued 


mo a 
eer NE ere re mane Ne a i einen? rr ge ene | a ne rr ees ere re reece ee cet a, 
° J 


j H ‘ : : 3 
State and area ¢i¥53930 % +: 190 sg? FLOSS Sy °"S1950 
ry en ne ne een geting epee ene i. oa SRS Rls te ENR A EAE ORE AR Rpt tebe 
Towa continued | 
Area 
hi | 126 128 158 175 
5 [ee tho 16 115 185 
6 | 130 135 163 nbc 
Metrepolitan | Bs ne a aa 
A 126 i 
B | 136 134 167 190 
6 | ie 130 16h LS 
D 1h0 153 182 181 
Kansas | 115 10] 135 152 
A 
os | 10h 86 146 162 
2a | 118 98 1h0 sig 
2b 22 99 ae 151 
3a 123 yeas 152 163 
3b | 125 120 150 165 
hy | 122 102 129 1h 
5 | Le), LO9 129 L51 
6 | Lae 105 126 153 
7a 110 98 118 Lo 
To 98 92 102 128 
ae ee 126 1hi7 152 
A 2 1 
B | 11 116 132 150 
Kentucky | he ie) 61 86 
AY 
1 | 53 62 80 105 
2 hs 58 81 109 
3a | 38 35 hé 69 
3b 55 62 78 96 
mn 7 Sh 72 93 
5 33 29 39 62 
6 | 58 (2 85 115 
fi 76 95 LOT 138 
8 1 16 23 4.8 
9 10 15 22 i7 
Metropolitan op ue Lh Mh 
A 1: 
B 87 96 115 1448 
C 22 48 68 91 


«hf 


Table 3, Average county index of farm operator family level-of-living 
for state economic areas «.«: continued 


ecto A SE ICC A CA SO EC 
e J 
se 


State and area = 1930 : 19L0 : 1945 : 1950 
Psa nacre 2 — bs en 
l , : 
Louisiana | 29 3h 51 82 
Area 

1 | 20 20 30 62 

2 20 16 29 66 

3 20 25 35 69 

ly 25 EN 3h 71 

2 26 35 58 82 

6 ho 59 88 110 

7 mat ho 60 99 

8 2h 20 31 6h, 
Metropolitan 

A 20 27 38 63 

B 64 104, 12h, 136 

Maine 95 98 116 136 

Area | 

1 120 110 153 172 

2 | 98 91 107 127 

2 81 87 106 128 

hy | 98 nt 127 15 
Metropolitan 

o 117 121 136 16 

Maryland | 77 91 120 140 

Area 

a 64 68 86 104 

20 96 1h 13 155 

3 55 70 88 106 

ha | 77 90 ge 152 

Ne 66 coh 119 139 
Metropolitan 

A | 90 116 139 Lh? 

B | 86 106 13k 118 

Massachusetts 120 128 150 158 

Area 

a8 110 125 150 166 

2 105 110 106 13k 
Metropolitan 

A 113 123 15 162 

B 118 131 155 163 

y 139 Lh. 17h 163 

D pee, 13h 159 169 

E 116 128 162 159 


-63- 


Table 3. Average county index of farm operator family level-of-living 
for state economic areas ee» Continued 


Ee |e 


Sal 


State and area ¢ 930 ww (19HO geek Sas Htedk9S0 
en » ry e s 
Michigan 8h, 99 118 135 
Area 
1 57 lis 92 118 
2 70 79 93 115 
3 BO 92 112 132 
ha | 78 8h 105 126 
lib | 69 80 97 120 
Sa | 85 108 128 12 
5b | 8h 116 135 148 
6a 98 127 1h2 15h, 
6b 97 116 138 1h7 
7 | 1.06 125 1s 155 
8 | 117 128 16 151 
9a 108 126 16 151 
% |) yage 1 132 1h9 
Metropolitan | if 
A | 90 Lie 13 Ly 
B | 101 12h hh 157 
C | 78 116 133 137 
D 99 125 1h2 160 
E | 107 135 150 158 
F | 116 Lo" 1h7 157 
G | 10h er 152 161 
Minnesota | 105 107 129 151 
Area 
a | 96 93 110 142 
2 | 76 7 97 LL? 
3 9h 89 106 132 
h | 98 95 116 136 
5 109 109 13h 160 
6 117 120 16 161 
7 ! 120 125 149 167 
8 23 130 155 177 
Metropolitan 
A 70 80 99 127 
B | 110 12} 18 162 
Mississippi 25 22 32 57 
Area 
phy 19 20 27 52 
2 22 17 27 Ts 
3 23 19 29 BS 
hh 30 2h 3h 62 
5 25 2h 33 58 
6a 25 20 Bt 59 


“Ble 


Table 3. Average county index of farm operator family level-of-living 
for state economic areaS es. continued 


ee ee Sn Narra miriam STE aa ET 
° . e 


State and area s O90 fk AO + 1945: 1950 
Mississippi continued ged eee 
Area 
7 30 Ai uu 1S 
8 bh 5h 69 8h 
Metropolitan 
A 23 ee 33 52 
Missouri 82 78 93 Lh 
Area 
s 113 107 13) 152 
2a 101 91 109 13k 
2b 101 101 17 138 
3 95 8h, 10h 122 
hy 68 66 8h, yay 
5 67 60 69 89 
6 89 88 100 120 
7 58 52 66 86 
8 LS 37 LS 61 
9a | 5 nn 56 77 
9b ABs Lié 64, 85 
Metropolitan 
A 143 108 10 1h9 
B 97 105 122 13h 
Montana 76 83 107 130 
Area 
la 13 82 95 115 
Lb 96 105 126 155 
2a 7h Bh 115 139 
2b 68 71 10h 7 
34. 80 87 3 138 
3b 66 7h 91 125 
Nebraska 120 105 132 157 
Area 
1 106 100 119 143 
2 107 106 12 170 
3a 118 98 120 19 
3b 126 100 128 153 
\ 124 10h 133 Lo 
5 130 101 128 15h 
6 132 119 154 174 
130 113 hb 161 
Metropolitan 
A 131 119 150 167 


B b23 12h 148 182 
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Table 3; Average county index of farm operator family level-of-living 
for state economic areas «+e continued 


re rR eS ee Se Me Se er nt a ee A RR oR EET RE re 


State and area : 1930 ¢ 1940 : 195 : 1950 
Nevada ! 108 107 129 12 
Area 
1 108 107 129 12 
New Hampshire 105 115 37 TS 
Area 
af 99 109 130 wh 
2 109 119 1h2 156 
Metropolitan 
A pleat 126 153 166 
New Jersey 120 436 E72 L72 
Area | 
yf 107 129 161 170 
2 nea 12) 168 176 
Metropolitan 
RY. 89 118 139 163 
B 139 156 192 178 
C vey 150 179 180 
D 170 129 155 162 
E 95 101 136 Li 
F | 120 138 163 17h 
New Mexico | - - ~ - 
Area 
la h6 Lé 61 56 
1b = = = = 
2 Sh 59 69 101 
3 | él 80 90 120 
New York | 105 120 15 160 
Area 
at 107 125 152 167 
2 107 12h 16 165 
3a 98 108 ae 1g 
3b 9h 107 132 155 
hi 1.00 11h 16 160 
5 on 107 128 118 
6 106 109 12 162 
7 93 101 125 1h:7 
8 89 1LO nee 16 
9 1h 135 158 169 
Metropolitan 
A 110 128 18 160 
B 125 ie 167 162 
ie 108 128 1h6 16 
D 102 113 16 16) 
E 96 106 128 1h:8 
P 101 120 15 157 
G Lh 170 206 186 


~£6S 


Table 3. Average county index of farm overator family level-of-living 
for state economic areaS .oe continued 


A 


EE A ENE A ET I 


State and area 4 19 30 3 19h0 : 195 : 1950 
North Carolina | 37 hs 60 80 
Area 
5 22 25 3h 59 
2 3h rat 53 74 
3 | 3 £3 rn 87 
ha i 52 58 it 91 
is | é0 68 87 96 
5 | 3 56 68 83 
6 | 36 hs 60 82 
7 36 h2 56 79 
8 36 56 {2 9h 
9 3h ho 58 75 
10 37 ra Sh 83 
1 | 31 37 53 an 
Metropolitan 7 
A mn 51 6, 80 
B 64, 78 100 110 
G 65 81 97 api: 
D 58 75 91 103 
B | il 63 78 106 
North Dakota 9h ey 113 132 
Area | 
1 87 81 111 12h 
2a 88 ee 105 129 
2b 88 77 97 109 
3a 97 85 1h 136 
36 OF 8h, 109 136 
3c 100 88 108 neha 
h | 108 10h, 136 158 
Ohio 102 yale 134 18 
Area 
at 118 128 153 162 
2 Lin 130 156 161 
3 110 131 15h, 165 
ha 119 133 156 160 
lib | 108 116 137 143 
5 102 113 134 1h7 
6a 98 iS 138 153 
6b 85 92 110 132 
7 Bh 90 110 133 
8a 70 68 77. Lbe 


Gifs 


Table 3. Average county index of farm operator family level-of-living 
for state economic areas ... continued 


State and area 


Ohio continued 


Metropolitan 
A 
B 
C 
D 
E 
F 
G 
H 
J 
K 
L 
Oklahoma 
Area 
1 
2 
3 
h 
5 
6 
7a 
7b 
8a 
8b 
9 
Metropolitan 
A 
B 
Oregon 
Area 
la 
1b 
2a 
2b 
3 
ky 
Metropolitan 
A 


- 


nr eh.  enieeimaamnmneenemenapanntntnatie 


1930. 


190 


e 


19h5 


e 
i | te. wees ES te oe 


cs 


fGen 


Table 3. Average county index of farm operator family level-of-living 
for state economic’areas ... continued 


es ee 


ne ee a me | 


190 + S@V9U8I* 48294950 


eee eer 


State and area 


CEE RS em 8 or RR Tee rem Cn SR 


Pennsylvania 102 aoe 1h0 
Area at 
la 106 126 136 é 
1b 9h 116 LeShi 
Ae 106 138 17 
3 91 108 136 i 
ha 91 108 Tez 
lib 88 96 126 
Se 87 106 130 
6 100 119 139 
7 109 135 1h9 
Metropolitan 
A 109 135 15 
B ; 109 128 16 
RG 110 137 hh 
D 110 130 1h2 
“E 92 122 Lee 
F 101 127 139 
G 101 122 138 
H 10h 1a7at) 13 é 
Ag 99 123 128 
OK 27 143 154 
Aa Lic E37 1g 
M Pi 12 158 
N 12 166 L171 
Rhode Island : 11) 2838 160 166 
Area a 
1 | 11h 12 162 165 
Metropolitan .#, . 
A 11h 135 159 167 
South Carolina 30 1 55 76 A 
Area 
2 29 Lb 61 80 
2 38 58 78 93 
3 33 Lh 56 79 
u 32 L2 53 78 
Bly 36 ea? 62 8h 
6 28 ho. 51 70 
a 26 39 56 80 
8 20 Aas 36 Sh 
Metropolitan . 
A 3h 8 70 88 
B 35 50 6h 83 


C 29 ot 48 fe 
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Table 3. Average county index of farm operator family level-of-living 
for state economic areas ... continued 


An ne ae nr ee RN eR 


State and area SAE, is 19LO seed ObSae #298950 
South Dakota | 98 88 108 139 
Area | 
a 70 72 85 118 
2a | 100 86 lie 10 
2b 107 85 110 Lh 
3a | 106 oi, 112 13g 
3b 12h, 98 120 UST 
ha 104, 92 113 151 
lib 130 1h 145 169 
Tennessee | 35 36 50 78 
Area | 
a | 3h 38 52 80 
2 ra 3h hh 82 
S. 30 23 35 6h 
hy 39 48 64 95 
5 Sl 4 75 104 
6 | 33 28 39 68 
7 21 22 Bo 55 
8a 33 3u 48 19 
8b 32 32 50 708) 
Metropolitan 
A 36 52 59 ie; 
B 69 90 11h 127 
e 39 56 78 98 
D | 43 53 7 96 
Texas | 68 76 98 127 
Area 
la 76 100 110 167 
1b | 135 1h 162 174 
2 93 102 122 139 
3 | 52 56 71 99 
mn 98 103 161 17h 
5 6h, 8h 105 Lhi7 
6a 69 78 99 oy 
6b vd 75 91 126 
7a 70 66 85 106 
7b 67 79 102 121. 
7c 89 89 108 129 
8 58 69 8h ae 
9 35 37 Sl 82 
10 59 6h, 82 nia es 
11 6h, ie 95 131 
12 ae 53 Li? 3 
13 29 27 L3 70 
Lh 50 63 88 118 
15 63 1a 91 153 
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Table 3. Average county index of farm operator family level-of-living 
for state economic areas ... continued 


rt ee es ee ee: 


State anleces ,O8IB30 t2: 19h0 Ra OPRIB SO 


ee ee EIR RT A ON I |: A EET UN OE RE A CN A A TN 


Texas continued 
Metropolitan 


r 
| 
‘ 

A | 95 13 iat 216 

B | 1 105 127 1h9 

C 70 100 121 13h 

D 62 B1 98 235 

E i 67 85 Loy Vets 

F 69 92 108 138 

G | 61 88 15 128 

H 7 110 oe 15 

Utah | 87 90 106 Aho 
Area ' 

1 | 108 109 132 155 

2 | ME 117 118 143 154, 

3 68 is 8h 116 
Metropolitan 

A | 115 119 1h? 19 

Vermont 101 107 126 158 
Area 

1 tev nis,. 11 13h 156 

2 | & 98 105 122 18 

Virginia | oe 58 he oe 

Area 

1 | 25 30 Lo 70 

2 | bh L6 Sh 83 

3 70 72 63 107 

hh | B5 90 109 126 

i | 61 67 83 114 

6 37 Li oy 84 

7 35 38 50 19 

8 7 oh 69 9h 

9 =D ie 93 116 

10 | Ly 9 66 96 

1a | 7h Li 113 136 
Metropolitan | 

A 74 97 115 17 

B 83 108 135 138 

C 67 88 109 134 

D : 64 89 110 135 

bos mee 107 113 147 154 

Ga 
Lt 89 97 116 134 
115 120 147 152 


OF OS 


99 109 131 139 
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Table 3. Average county index of farm operator family level-of-living 
for state economic areas .., continved 


£0) re acer maar: Peete ws a aeRO ET ce ep ep ons A RE ENE ETD ITOREE SOURIS AON NOS | AEE NRE MAREE CE ASS A ACD RA A 8 SSS TTS ET 


State and area : 1930 : 1940 ¢ 1945 : 1950 


nn ee ee 
Oe AR IR A a A A A RN 1 


oe 


Weshington (continued) 
Area 


Ta 
7b 
Metropolitan 
A 


B 
¢ 
D 


West Virginia 4 55 66 87 
Aree 
1 65 64 74 rcp 86 
2a 

= 


2b 
3 


4 
5 
6 
Metropolitan 


A 
B 
C 


Wisconsin 
Area 


Metropolitan 
A 
B 
C 


Wyoming 
Area 

u 
2a 


20 94 113 138 
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APPENDIX 


Brief History of County Indexes of Rural Level of Living 


The Bureau ef Agricultural Economics first published county indexes 
of rural level of living in October 1913 2/ Before this report, the 
only rural indexes which had been developed for all cowmties of the 
United States were those censtructed by Charles E. Lively in connection 
with research projects of the Works Progress Administration .3/ 


A precursor of the rural county level-of-living indexes was an 
index of plane of living for the total population of each county con- 
structed by Marion Hayes for the Study of Population Redistribution .U/ 
Other early workers in this field who constructed indexes for counties 
of specified States or regions were C. FE. Lively and Morris M. Blair.0/ 


The works cited contained indexes which combined several measures 
relating to level of living into one combined index. Several earlier 
studies used maps by counties of some single item reflecting some part 
of rural level of living.6, 


The coumty indexes of rural level of living issued by the Bureau of 
Agricultural Economics in 193 were based on data from the 1940 Censuses 
of Population, Housing, and Agriculture. Separate indexes were devel- 
oped and published for rural-farm and rural-nonfarm families of each 


© eee - reece. aren 


le EN RN AO SENN = I 


cee ee EE ES TE A AE EN A ST I 


2/ Hagood, Margaret Jarman, Rural Level of Living Indexes for Counties 
of the United States, 190. Bur. Agr. Econ., Washington, D. Ce; 
October 193. 


3/ Lively, C. Ee, and Taeuber, Conrad, Rural Migration in the United 
~ States, U.S. Works Progress Admin., Div. Research, Research Monogr,, 
Washington, D. Ce, 1939. 


Mangus, A. R., Rural Regions of the United States, U.S. Work Projects 
Admin., Div. Research, Washington, D. C., 190. 


L/ Goodrich, Carter, Allin, Bushrod W., and Hayes, Marion, Migration 
and Planes of Living, Philadelphia: Univ. Pa. Press, 1935. 


5/ Lively, C. ™., and Almac, R. B., A Method of Determining Rural Social 
Sub-Areas with Application to Ohio, Ohio State Univ., Dept. Rural 
Econ., Bul. 106, Columbus, Ohio, 1938: Blair, Morris M., Indices of 
Level of Living for the Thirteen Southern States By Counties, 1930. 
Bul. Okla. Agr. & Mech. Col., Vol 36, No. 10, July 1939 (Publication 
of the Social Science Research Council) 


6/ For example, Taylor, Carl C.; Wheeler, Helen W., and Kirkpatrick, 
E. L., Disadvantaged Classes in American Agriculture. U. S. Farm 
Security Admin. and Bur. Agr. Econ., Social Research Report, 
Washington, D. Ce, April 1938. 


~73- 
county. Also, a composite rural index was published that was a weighted 
average of the rural-farm and rural-nonfarm index for each county. 
Several articles were published on the technical aspects of the 19,0 
indexes. J, Atos uae 


After data were available from the 1945 Census of Agriculture, new 
county indexes were constructed. These related to the level of living 
of farm-operator families only, whereas the rural-farm indexes previous- 
ly issued for 190 had related to all families living on farms, 
including, farm-laborer and other families, as well as farm-operator 
families. In order to have similar indexes for comparing 1940 and 1945 
level of living of farm-operator families, new indexes were constructed 
at this time for 19,0 based on data from the Census of Agriculture 
alone. The farm-operator family level-of-living indexes for counties of 
the United States 190-5 were issued in May 19:7 .% 


After the 1940 and 1945 farm-operator indexes were issued, similar 
indexes were computed for all counties from data of the 1930 Census of 
Agriculture, These county indexes are presented for the first time in 
this report, although certain summary tables based 3 the 1930 indexes 
were included in the report for the Hope Conmittee 2, 


As the county data on items related to farm-operator levels of 
living from the 1950 Census of Agriculture were released, by the Bureau 
of the Census, farm-operator indexes comparable with those for the 
earlier years were computed. The 1950 indexes, the previously wunpub- 
lished 1930 indexes, and the previously published 190 and 195 indexes 
are all presented in this report. All of the indexes in this report 
relate to farm-operator families only. , 
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7 Hagood,; Margaret Jarman, Development of a 1940 Rural-Farm Level of 
Living Index for Counties, Rural Sociol., Vol. 8, No. 2, dune. 1913. 


, Rural Level of Living Indexes, Rural Sociol., Vol. 8, 
No. 3, Sept. 19h3. 


4 and Ducoff, Louis J., What Level of Living Indexes — 
feasure, Amer. Sociol. Rev., Vol. 9, No. 1, February 194). 


8/ See footnote 1, Page l. 


9/ United States Department of Agriculture, Long-Range Agricultural 

~ Policy. A Study of Selected Trends and Factors Relating to the 
Long-Range Prospect for American Agriculture for the Committee on 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives, 80th Congress, 
Second Session, Mar. 10, 19.8. Washington, D. C., Wited States 
Gove. Print, Ort., 190% 
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This brief histery relates only to the construction of ceunty 
indexes of rural level of living. It does not attempt to-cover the 
analytical werk done by this Bureau or other agencies in which the 
county indexes have been utilized; nor does it attempt to cever other 
types of studies and surveys in the general field of rural standards 
and levels of living. In the latter field this Bureau has had werk 
going on gince the 1920's. Pee . m tag'y 


Method of Constructing Indexes 


What Level-of-Living Indexes weasure .L0/ -- The concept ef. level 
of living which the indexes are intended to reflect is the average level 
ef current consumption-or utilization of goods’and services, Services 

are broaG.i.y intevpteted-to include both publicly furnished and ‘privately 
secured services that contribute to well-being and previde satisfaction. 


Level of consumption and utilization of goods and services during a 
specified pericd of time is not identical with an income or expenditure 
level. Curstmdicion expenditures may exceed or fall short of the “income 
in the spéecififed period, and the utility obtained from ‘goods and 
services currently used is by no means strictly identifiable with current 
consumption expenditures. Furthermore, a given level of expenditure may 
represent for different families or individuals widely different quanti- 
ties of goods and services owing to differences in costs of living, 
differences in quantities of goods and services consumed that are not 
purchased, and differences in budget management, Hence, a measure of 
level of living.is not merely a substitute for.a measure of income or 
family-living expenditures, as the concept, although closely related, is 
clearly differentiated, The great variation present among families and 
individuals in the goods and services entering into their level: of living 
is averaged out to some extent when we deal with groups of families, 
te which "indexes" of level of living generally relate. 


In attempting to indicate what level-of-living indexes measure, we 
first wish to undergeore three points: (1) that an index is not a 
direct measure of the actual level of living, but only an indicant of it; 
(2) that such an indicant fer a comty is not of the acsulute degree of 
attainment of some external standard, but is expressed in relation to the 
corresponding degree of attainment for a defined group (for example, the 
average of all counties); and (3) that the description of level of living 
here discussed relates only to the average jJeve. attained-by all farm 
operators of the covriy, and not to variations in the level of living 
present among individual families er persons. 


Diffieult as is the problem of choosing items for an index of level 
of living when the unit is a comty, it is considerably simpler than 
when the mit is an individual or.a family, Unique deviations from 
Common ccisumption patterns are not likely to arfect a county average 
whereas they might cause individuals or families to be incerrectly rated 
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10/ This section is adapted from the article of the same name cited in 
footnote 7. 


s 


T5-: 


on a scale if it.were not fairly comprehensive as to coverage. 
Nevertheless, the problem of choice of items for county level-of-living 
indexes is difficult, not so much because of uncertainty as to which 
items should be included, but rather because of the limitations of 
available data, | . 


Within the limits prescribed by availability of data, the selection 
of items other than income or expenditures should. be governed by the 
following criteria; 


(1) The.item should itself indicate possession or. consumption of 
goods. or services, particularly those which, in addition to their use 
value per se, yield to the possessor a ccmmonly associated status value. 


C2) The item should represent a larger class of. associated items 
indicating consumption of goods and services, scme of which may comple- 
ment or enhance the Delaney, of the chosen item while others may have 
quite different types of utility. 


(3) The. item should. indicate possession or consumption of goods or 
services that are generally sought by all groups and classes of people; 


_that is,. the evaluation of these goods and services in the sense, of 


benefits or satisfactions derived should have the maximum universality. 


Insofar as the items selected meet these criteria, they provide a 
measure of relative levels of living along a national, scale which 
parallels as closely as possible the dominant configuration of our 
varied patterns of consumption, that. is, that. configuration which through 
its universality comes closest to typifying attained and attainable 
patterns, In an important dynamic sense, the dominant consumption 
pattern is one which tends to modify and displace cs=-existent divergent 
patterns. Obviously the pattern described wil] fit with varying degrees 
of adequacy regional and social groups that depart in their present 
economic and social well-being and value systems from the. dominant 
national pattern. Such departures, however, affect the adequacy of the 
level-of-living measure only to the extent that the regional socio- 
economy possesses consumption and living standards basically divergent 
frem the dominant pattern, the divergences being of a relatively perma- 
nent nature. If the divergences represent merely a state of partial 
attainment of wniversally accepted but gradually evolving standards, 
the level-of-living measures appropriate to the nationally dominant 
pattern still have validity, as the value objectives of the social or 
regional groups concerned are geared to the dominmt pattern. 

No measure of level of living can be constructed that can simultane- 
ously provide a measure of the nationally prevalent elements of level 
of living and also measure the unique elements characteristic of 
Special groups or special areas. As a consequence, an index of level 
of living that is to be applied nationally must, in order to attain 
validity, be restricted to elements in the national standard of living 
which have attained general acceptance, For any specific county, it 
will reflect a reduced, even though central, cere of the larger complex 
of components comprising its actual, and, to some extent unique, level 
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In eostructing the first 190 index of rural-farm level of living, 
considerable work was done to experinent with the effect of using varying 
numbers of items in the index. The results indicated that an index 
derived from a small number of items by the methods to be described had 
a very high correlation with an index similarly derived from a consid- 
erably larger number of items. Whereas in 190, the availability of data 
from the Censuses of Population and Housing, as well as from the Census 
of Agriculture, permitted considerable leeway for choice, this was not 
the case in the construction of indexes for farm-operator families based 
on data from the Census of Agriculture only. As the number of items 
available from Censuses of Agriculture was small, there could not be the 
same type of experimentation with larger and smaller numbers. The 
validity of the indexes based on only four items could not be tested as 
in the 190 situation. Thus, a need remains for field studies to 
appraise the validity of the indexes. 


The four items chosen for inclusion in the farm-operator level-of- 
living indexes are listed on page 2 of this report. 


| Method of Deriving Weights for the Indexes 


The next step was to choose methods for putting the items together 
into one cemposite index. To derive weights for combining the items, 
the methods of factor er component analysis were used, ‘The facter- 
analysis methods of getting weights for an index are appropriate if the 
following assumptions can be made; 


(1) That each item is a partial but imperfect measure of the 
"level of living'"t to be measured; 


(2) That the mest important factor the items have in common 
is the "level of living" to be measured; 


(3) That the characteristic (or dimension) these items in 
combination can ° best measure (or discriminate) is the 
"level of living" for which there is no ene directly 
observed measure, ) 


These assumptions were made. The next steps were; 


(1) To compute the correlation coefficients between each 
pair of the items chosen; 


(2) To perform a factor analysis on the group of correlation 
ceefficients; | 


(3) To transform the factor-analysis results into actual 
weights to use in the formula for computing cowmty 
indexes. i . 


Sl tas 
A summary of the results of these steps is shown in table ).11/ 
The actual computing formulas which were applied to each county to 
obtain an index for each of the l years were: 
*1930 2 538, + .603%) + .617x5 4 OSX), 
Tigho = .538x, 
Ti9hs 


T1950 = .538X) = .603X5 + 2617X3 4+ 319K), 


i 


-+ 


-603Xp 4 -617X3 + .631X), 


fe 


-938X) + .603X5 + -O17X3 + 60x), 


The exact identification of the Xy» Xos X3, and X), series is given in 
table. . wth 


Note that the formulas fsr the three other years are identical 
with that for 1945 except for the weight for X),, the average value of 
products sold. The weight used for 1945 was adjusted to allow for the 
different purchasing power of the farmer's dollar in the other years, 
For example, the index of prices farmers pay increased 37.1 percent 
between 1939 and 19h. To adjust to the 19h) Situation, the average 
value of products sold in 1939 could have been increased by 37.1 
percent for each county. For computing purposes, it was Simpler to 
increase by 37.1 percent the weight for the 1939 item used in the 190 
index, Similar adjustments were made for the weights for X), in the 
1930 and 1950 index formulas. 


Scaling the Index. -- The factor-analysis method of deriving 
weights for Combining items of diverse nature into an index first pro- 
duces an index with a mean or base of zero, with about half the units 
having pesitive values and about half having negative values, This is 
not a conventional index scale, by the procedure described in the 
lower part of table hy the weights were coded so as te scale the index 
to have a mean value of 100 and to have a value of zero when all of the 
items have a value of zgere. Further technical discussion of the 
reasons for adopting this type of scale is presented in the article 
cited in Rural Sociology, June 19)7, (It should be noted that the 
rural-farm, rural-nonform, and Cemposite rural indexes for 190 that 
were published in 193 were not scaled in exactly the same way.) 


Special Problems in Connection with the 1950 Indexes 


Three Items on Sample Basis. -- In the 1950 census of Agriculture, 
data on electricity, telephones, and automobiles were obtained en a 
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11/ The actual computation techniques are described step by step in 
a Hagood, Margaret Jarman, and Price, Daniel 0., Statistics for 
Sociologists, (Revised Edition), New York, Henry Holt & Co., 
in Press, 
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Table h. - Stages in development of index formula from inter- 
correlations of four items related to farm-operator 
level ef living, sample of 196 comties, 195 


ee RG IO EE CE LLL LE LE 


——— eee 


SLE LEG ER EE, 
¢ 
« 


eee ee 


- Identification number of item 1/ 


: ab Le et ae 3 : in 


Identification of item 1/ 


Correlations of items with each other 


1 ~ ey ie 2115 0450 
fd 622 baal = 794 489 
3 my RRS: 79h ; a ae vi 
hy 150 1489 mk Wi ‘a 


Correlations of items with principal component 
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* ',836 .377 £920 fie: 
Standard deviations of items 


ad 


26.0 vee: “2h.9 26,0 


Correlations of items with principal cemponents 
divided by standard deviations of items 


20322 20361 60369 00275 


Weight for each item in index formula 
Tiieights coded by multiplying preceding line 
times 16.71 to make. tne U. §. mean equal 100 
and zero value on all items equal zero. 


538 -603 eas (617 «4.60 


1/ Identification of items; 
1 - percentage of farms with electricity in farm dwelling, 195. 


2 = percentage of farms with telephone in farm dwelling, 195. 


lo 
$ 


- Percentage of farms with autemobiles, 19)5.. 


Mean value of products sold or traded per farm reporting, 194 
(in hundreds of dollars). 


+t 


=79- 

sample eee! Questions of these and certain other items were asked 
fer very large farms and for a 20-percent sample of the remaining farms. 
A. formula was developed to provide an approximate value of the sampling 
errer of the farm-operater level-of-living index arising from the fact 
that three of the four items in the index were based on a sample. 

On the basis of the sampling error computed from this formula, 800 farms 
were sét as the lower limit below which, with very few exceptions, 
indexes of level of living would not be shown, Each county with fewer 
than 800 farms was combined with one or more adjacent counties in such 
a way that the combination would have at least 800 farms. The criteria 
for deciding which adjacent county should be used were: (1) that the 
counties heve level-éf-living indexes’°as Similar ‘4s possible; (2) that 
the counties be in the same economic area; (3) that the type of farming 
of the counties be as similar as possible. In applying the third 
criterion, the judgment of regional specialists in the Bureau of Agricul- 
tural Economics was followed. 


In the case of 1) counties, 6 single counties, and 4 combinations 
of 2 counties each, it was impossible to make a combination with 800 farms 
without violating one or more of these criteria. For these counties, 
indexes are shown that are based on the sample from fewer than 800 farms. 
The counties in which exceptions were made are as follows: 


Goumsesind 1Syate 1930 iNumber_gifarms 
Chatham Georgia hiby3 
Richmond Georgia 70h, 
Chattahoochee ) ot 
Muscogee ) Georgia 435 
Boyd Kentucky 686 
Jefferson ) 

St. Bernard) Louisiana van 
Barnstable) 

Dukes ) Massachusetts 70h. 
Lincoln New Mexico 4o5 
Catron . New Mexico ! 350 
El Paso Texas 769 
Garfield) 

Wayne  ) Woah | 656 


The indexes for the counties and county combinations listed above are 
subject to a greater sampling error than the other indexes shown in 
table 2. B10 


In the entire United States, there were 766 counties that were 
combined, including both counties with fewer than 800 farms and the 
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ey See Hurley, Ray, and Smith, Richard K., New approaches and Methods 
for the 1950 Census of Agriculture, U.S. Bur. Agr. Econ., Agr. 
Econ. Research, V. 3, No. h, October 1951, Washington, D. C. 


Soe 


counties with which they were combined. These counties resulted in 303 
conbinations of counties. . Indexes for these combinations are shown for 
all years in table 2 after the listing of individual counties for each 
State, . 


State Fconomic Areas. +-- The Bureau of the Census, in consultation 
with the Bureau of Agricultural Economics, developed areas, for use in 
the 1950 census and for other statistical purposes, that are intermediate 
in size between counties and States .13/ Certain data from the 1950 
Censuses of Agriculture and Population are to be published for economic 
areas that will not be available for comties. It is, therefore, ~ 
expected that many analyses of 1950 census data will utilize economic 
areas, To facilitate the use of the farm-operator level-of-living 
indexes in such analyses, an average level-of-living index was computed | 1 
for each of the economic areas for each of the years, Table 3 in this 
report presents these farm-operator level-of-living indexes for 97 
State economic areas, ih of these being metropolitan areas and 3l9 being 
nonmetropolitan areas LL/ 


Averages for States and Econemic Areas. -- In the 193 and 19:7 
reports containing thé county level-of-living indexes, indexes fer States, 
major geegraphic divisions, md the United States were published. These 
indexes were, in each case, a simple arithmetic average of the indexes of 
the counties included in the area. In most cases, they differ only 
slightly from index values that could have been derived by evaluating the 
formulas for the State, division, er the United States as a whole. For 
the United States as a whole, the greatest difference between the R 
average computed as the arithmetic mean of the county indexes nd the 
average computed by evaluating the formula fer the United States was 
four index points. 


With a minor exception to be neted, the averages shown in this 
repert are simply arithmetic means of the counties included in each econo- 
mic area, State, or division, The minor exception arose owing to the 
problem of combining the small counties. In computing the averages for 
economic areas, States, and divisions, averages of comties end the 
county combinations were used, with each separate county given a weight 
of one and each county combination given a weight equal to the number of ¥ 
counties included in the combination. This has only a very slight effect 
on averages fer States or larger areas. However, as this method of 
getting averages was believed to be the best method for 1950, averages » 
for States, divisions, and the United States for years before 1950 were 
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Ley United States Bureau of the Census and Bureau of Agr. Economics, 
State Economic Areas in the United States, Census-BAE, Ne, 15, 
August 3, 1950, 


1i/ For more. infermation on the delineation of the State Ecenomic Areas 

~ and for data en the number of agricultural and nonagricultural 
characteristics for the areas, see Bogue, Donald Jey State Feonomic 
Areas, Washington, D. C., U. S. Govt, Print. off., 1951. 
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recemputed by this method, These recomputed averages are shewn in this 
report. For the United States, the slight modification in method of 
computing the average necessitated a revision for the 1940 index from a 
previously published value of 80 to a value of 79. In the case ef 
State averages, the value was changed by one index point in 10 cases, 
by two index points in 2 cases, and by three index points in 1 case. 


Preblems of Indians on Reservations. -- The treatment of Indians 
on reservations has not been uniform in the several Censuses of 
Agriculture from which the data were taken. In some censuses, an entire 
reservaticen was reported as one farm, and in other censuses an attempt 
was made te obtain a separate schedule for each Indian family operating 
a farm on the reservation. In consultation with the Chief of the . 
Agriculture Division of the Bureau of the Census, indexes for certain 
counties in Arizona, New Mexico, and Utah were not computed for certain 
years, These counties are designated by footnote 1 in table 2. 


Comparability of Indexes for Different Years. -- In general, the 
questions from which the data for the levél-of-living indexes are 
obtained were the same or approximately the same in the 1930, 19h0, 
195, and 1950 Censuses of Agriculture, Therefere, the items included 
- an indexes for the different years are identical or practically identi- 
cal, with two exceptions that are believed to be of minor importance, 
In 1930, the number of farms reporting sales of farm products was not 
published. Therefore, for 1930 the fourth item included in the index 
formula is the average value of sales computed with all farms in the 
county as the denominater. For other years, the fourth item in the 
index formula is the average value of sales cemputed on the basis of 
farms reporting sales, The second minor noncemparability is with 
regard to the item of electricity. In 1930, 19h0, and 1945, the data 
related to the number of farms with electricity in the farm dwellings. 
In 1950, the data related to the number of farms with electricity. 
Whereas in 1950, there may have been a very small number of farms that 
had electricity in the barn or elsewhere but not in the farm dwelling, 
the number is believed to be negligible. 


Minor Civil Division Indexes For 1945 


In processing the returns from the 1945 Census of Agriculture, 
summary sheets were made for townships of many of the items published 
for counties. Fhotostatic copies of these shects were made, A cem- 
plete set of these photostats was deposited in the United States 
Department of Agriculture Library and a set of the photostats for each 
State was deposited in the State Agricultural Statistician's office. 
These sheets contain for towiships all of the data needed for evalua- 
ting the level-of-living index formula, except the item on value of 
products sold. In connection with researen projects going on in nine 
States, farm-operator level-of-living indexes for minor civil divisions 
were needed. The Bureau of the Census supplied the Bureau of Agricul- 
tural Feonomics with wpublished data on the value of products by minor 
civil divisions to be used in computing minor-civil-division indexes 
from the formula developed for counties. 


z 
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Indexes for minor civil divisions shewed considerable. variations 
in average level of living within counties. This was noticeable in 
comties that had considerable land under irrigation in-parts of the 
county and no irrigation at all in other parts. Map 3 presents the 
minor civil divisinns of Nebraska by quintiles when ranked according to 
farm-operator level-of=living indexes, The black area in the eastem 
part of the State reflects the high levels of living of farmers in the 
westcrm end of the Corn Belt. The tier of black tewnships across the 
south central part of the State follows the Platte River, which is a 
seurce of water for irrigation. Almost all the minor civil divisions 
in Scotts Bluff Comty on the western border are in the highest 
quintile. This county is known for its intensive specialized agricul- 
ture, irrigated from the North Platte River. The small black area on 
the southern border in Hitchcock County reflects irrigated farming 
along the Republican River. The black area on the southern border of 
the panhandle is largely extensive dry-land wheat farming. The 
scattered black areas in the nerthwestern and north central parts of 
the State are in the ranching country. It is possible that the loca- 
tion of headquarters of large ranches in certain townships and the 
absence ef headquarters in others may have produced some of the varia- 
tion in the tomship level-of-living indexes in this part of the State. 
The concentration of townships in the lowest quintile along the 
northern border and extending toward the north central area approximate 
a delineation of the part of the State that suffered most heavily from 
the droughts snd dust storms of the 1930's. In general, the map 
suggests that the few items used in the index nevertheless provide a 
measure of level of living which is a fairly sensitive indicator of 
the differences within counties. 
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